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INTRODUCTION. 


HE common Theme of moſt Pamphlets that now fly abroad 
| j through the Nation, is a Toleration to the Clergy and People 
| | of the Epiſcopal Perſwaſion; And tho? I abhor all violenting 
, ——Y of Tender Conſciences, in the Sacred Concerns of the Worſhip 

of God; ing always my fixed judgement that Perſwaſion and not Ter- 
ſecution is the proper mean of propagating true Religion: Yet by albthat I 
have found, I am not hitherto convinced of the neceſſity of a Legal Tolera- 
tion in Scorland,for Authorikng publick Meetings ſeparate from the Eſtabli- 
ſhed National-Worſhip, while. ſinſul Terms of Communion are not impoled 
by the Eſtabliſhed National-Church ,nor Diſſenters perſecuted by penal Laws 
for Non-conformity. I ſhall therefore give you my Reflexions on ſome of 
the Pamphlets, that plead for a Toleration in the preſent circumſtantiate 

Caſe, chiefly confining my ſelf to the firſt that appeared iu publick, called 
The Caſe of the Epiſcopal Clergy &c. Seeing the Author thereof is the firſt, 
who publiſhed to the World their Grounds of Separation; and as he ſeems 
to Write by Concert and ia Name of the whole Party, ſo theſe who ap- 
peared after him, have made but {mall improvement of what he had ad- 

yanced before them, 

This Author is earneſt in recommending to us, Love, Charity, and a 
Spirit of Meekneſs, and it were indeed to be wiſhed, that the preſent De- 
bates were managed with leſs Rancour and Paſſion, Yet he diſcovers ſome- 
what of like Pafſhion with others in his In cectives againft Pas as 
=. when 
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when he Charges them with contentious pride in ſetling Parity P. 11 with 
diſſeminating through the Nation Seditious Principles, and animating the 
People to Seditious Practices P 20 with ſeveral ſuch ill grounded and un- 
charitable Reflections. Bur ſeeing he ſeems to have had ſome ſenſe of this, 
by the Apology he makes for it, in the cloſe of his Diſcourſe: 1 acccunt 
him more mcdeſt and cxculable, than ſome others who have ſince mounted, 
the ſtage. Take for a ſpecimen, the Author of The Reaſons for « T oteration to 
the Epiſcopal Clergy, who goes beyond all bounds of modeſty, in loading 
all Presbyterians without diſtinction, with Kabling and rebellious Prin 
ples, Violence and Virulence, (arlineſ and ſourneſs, Injuſlice and Parnaluy, and 
with the odious Names of Hot-fſpurs and Trumpets of Rebellion. If this R. 
Clcrgy-man think ſuch Rhetorick ſuitable to the Character of a Minitier of 
Jelus Chriſt, he may enjoy his opinion. For my part, I always judge it 
more Chriſtian and Manly, to fight an Adverſary with the fare dint of 
clols and ſolid Reaſoning, then with the envenomed weapons of ſcurvy 
and reviling Words. And if any ſhall ſee meet to engage farther in this 
Plea, I deſire they may uot expoſe the weakneſs of their Cauſe, by hitting 
the main ſtrength of the Arguments brought againſt it. 

It is alſo obſervable that the preſent Advocats for Toleration, do uſher 
in their pleadings, with confident Aſſertions of the Divine Right of Prelacy, 
whach ſeems to give ſome intimation of the grand deſign of the craved To- 
leration; That the Prelatick and Jacobite party aim at no leſs, than © 
overthrow of the preſent Eſtabliſhment, and the Reſtauration of Prelacy in 
this Church in ſpite of the Ciam of Right, And the conſequence appears 
pretty evident, if Prelacy be of Divine Inſtitution, then ought the Civil 
Magiſtrate to receive and Eſtabliſh this Order, as he tenders the Sacred 
Authority of the Laws of Chriſt. It is true the Author of the Reaſons for 
a Toleration would fain draw a veil over this palpable deſign, when he 
ſays P 6 That Epiſcepacy hath not only right to « Toleration, bus even to an 
Eflabliſhment, but this they are net ſeeking. A modeſt Man, that can fo tame- 
ly part with a Divine Inſtitution, without ſo much as ſeeking of it. He 
expreſſes ſenſibly his diſcontent, for the want of a Stipend, but hath learned 
ſo much patience, providing that be granted, that he can be content with the 
want of a Legal Eſtabliſkment te an Ordinance of Jefus Chriſt, which in 
his profeſſed judgement is abſolutely neceſſary for the due perpetuating of 
the Miniſtry and propagation of the Goſpel. But who will beleive it upon 
his word, that conſiders their late attempts and practices, in drawing peo- 


pel to ſeparat Meetings, in procuring Subſcriptions to their Addreſſes, and 


in aſſuming the Title of the National- Church in their Clergics Addreſs 

to Her Majefly? Mr. eAbercrombies Leuer gives yet a further diſcovery * 
| t 
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the Intrigue. And the modeſt refed in his Centnuetion, hath found 
out a knack for louling the Gordian Knot of the Claim of Right, that the 
Article againſt Prelacy may be Rectifyed, tho? the Queens Right be left 
untouched. And the Examinator of Mr. Meidrums Sermon endeavours to 
drive the nail to the head, P 15, When by his pretended true Church- 
Principles, he condemns all the PFresbyterians as Schilmaticks, and fays, 
All who join in Presbyrerian Worthip, involve themſelves in the dreadtul 

ilt of Sh How deeply he accounts the Eſtates of Parliament in- 
volved in this dreadful Guilt, by Eſtabliſhing the Schiſm into a Law, is 
eaſy to conjecture. But | think the Conſequence is plain, that if it be ſo, 
there remains no better way of acquitting theinſel ves ot this dreadtul guilt, 
than by reſtoring their ancient Government of Biſhops. If we alſo remem- 
ber the late attempts for impairing the Liberty of Froteſtant Diflenters in 
England, while endeavours were uſed to encreaſe and encourage Prelatick 
Diſſenteis in Scotland, there may be good reaſon to conclude upon the whole, 
that the preſent pleadings for a Divine Right of iclacy, is to lay a baſis 
for a higher Superſtructure than a meer Toleration, whatever may be pre- 
tended for the time, 

It will not therefor be improper, to notice a little what the Author of 
the Caſe ſays upon this head in his long IntroduRion, 


We Sea, II. 5 
of the Drvine Inſtitution of Prelacy. 


E layeth down a good and ſolid Foundation, wherein all true Presby« 
H terians will cordially join with him, . 1. Thoſe things that con- 
*cern the Religion of ]clus Chriſt, are not to be meaſured by the Laws of 
Kingdom, or by the Decrees of a Church, but by the Inſtitution of je- 
«ſus Chriſt himſelf, And P. 6 We are to meaſure the Inſtitutions of Jeſus 
*Chriſt, not by the Acts of General Aſſemblies, but by the Records of Di- 
vine Write, This is what Presbyterians never declined, but always 
pleaded. And I (hall be careful to mind it, in examining what our Author 
advanceth, which ought to be meaſured by this Rule. 

- Before he comes to the Divine Inſtiturion of Prelacy, in his ſearch into 
the Source and Original of things, he begins with the great deſign of Our 


Saviours coming into the World, and ſays, P. 4. Our Lord Jelus Chriſt 
. came 
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« to take men off from ſelf and from the World &. and all this he taught 
them both by Word and Deed. On which 1 ſhall only remark theſe two 
things, Firft, What he here advanceth reſpects only Chriſts Prophetick Of. 
fice, and I conceive it n ight have made as much to his purpoſe, to have 
mentioned, that as our High Prieſt, He came to ſatisfy Divine Jultice far 
the Redemption and Reconciliation of Sinners, and that as King and Lurd 
of his Church, He was inveſted with all Power in Heaven and in Earth, 
to inſtitute ſuch Ordinances and Offices in the Houſe of God, as his pru- 
dent Care and Wiſdom ſhould fee meet. But if Fe ſhall evidence his Or- 
thodoxy in theſe points, Presbyterians I hope will be lo charitable as to 
cxcuſe the omiſſion, Second, Seeing things muſt be meaſured by their 
firſt Source and Original, I would have our late Prelats tryed by this Rule. 
And if their Spiritual Lordſhips with their ſplendid Retinues, Worldly 
Pomp and Grandure, Secular Power and Dignitics, Chief Places in Parlia- 
ment, Council and other Civil Courts, and Precedency to the Prime No- 
bility of the Kingdom, were ſuitable enſamples of that Humility, Morti- 
fication and Self Denial, that Our Lord taught his Diſciples, I leave it to 
himſelf and to the World to judge. 

He ſhews next the method our Blcſſed Lord uſed to eſtabliſh His Reli- 
gion, that it was by Perſwafien and Teaching, and not by Force and Corflraint. 
What Presbyterians met with of this kind under the late Prelacy, is 
notcur to be denicd: And as they cannot be juſtly chrrged with ulinghe 
methods of Force and Conſtraint, ſince the Re-cſtablifhing of gbr Govern- 
ment, ſo ] truſt they ſhall ſtill leave that method to Men ot an Anti-Chriſtian 
and Perſccuting $f irit, without ſeeking Retaliation. But in what follows 
methinks our Author out-ſhoots himſelt. He ſaid juſt now that our Lord 
eſtabliſhed his Religion by I'&rſwaſion, here he lays, When many of his Diſ- * 
ciple left him, he gave them free Liberty. Strange! Would he not ſo much 
as perſwade them to ſtay? It ſeems not, for He opened the door, te les the 
Twelve go too, if they pleaſed, will ye alſo leave me? This gloſs I acknow- 
ledge | have not met with before. I thought our Saviours words, Will 
ye alſo leave me? had in ported not only a Reproof to them that left Him, 
but like ways a ſtrong and forcible Exhertation to his Diſciples to ſtay with 
Him; and as He uſed ſuch external Perſwaſions, He allo by His Grace 
made them willing, | 

But I ſhall go on to his account of the Divine Inſtitution of Church Go- 
vern:nent, F. 6. Where according to the uſual cuſtom of ſeveral others that 
Write upon this head, he quite omits the ſtate of the Queſtiou and gives 
no diltin& account of what he deſigns to prove, but hudles up all in the 
general words of Parity and Imparity. His Preface gave ground to —_—_ 

| that 
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that things ſhould be ſet in 4 clear and true light, and that withall ſincerity and 
imperial · But of ſuch dark dealing there is this advantage, that his un- 
warry Reader ſhall not cafily diicern, whether his Arguments prove the 
Point or not. / Preibyterians would lay alide Paſſion and Prejuace, he is per- 
(waded, they would ſee, that Jeſus Chrifi beſtowing diverſities of Gifts, made alſo 
diver(nes of Adminifir ations and an Imparuty of Office-bearers in bis Church 
Presbyterians are not ſo blinded with Paſſion and Prejudice, as nc t to ſee 
all this, and to grant it too, without any prejudice to their Cauſe; and if 
this be all de aims at, the Controverſy is at an end. For Presbyterians 
maintain an Imparity in Church-Government, not only between the Ordi- 
nary ſtanding Othce-bearers and the Extrordiuary, Apoſtles, Prophers and 
Evangeliſts, which have now ceaſed; but alſo amongſt the Ordinary ſtand- 
ing Officers themſelves. They grant the Paſtors Office to be ſupetior to 
that of the Ruling-Elder, and the Ruling-Elders te that of a Deacon: And 
the Presbytery or Colledge of Presbyters to be ſuperior to each ſingle Pres- 
byter. They allow alſo of a ſubordination of Judicatories, that a Parochial 
Setlfion is inferior and ſubordinate to a Presbytry, and the Fr sbytry to a 
larger Synod whereof the Presbytry is a part. And after all this | muſt 
ſay, it is ſcarce fair dealing, to infinuat to the World, that Presbyrerians 
are for Anarchy and Contuſion, and exclude all Order, Imparity and Sub- 
erdination, 
<* xz tho? Presbyterians hold an Imparity in the ſenſe explained, yet they 
judge there ig ground from the Records of Divine Write to maintain a Pa- 
rity amongſt Office bearers of the ſame Order; that as one Apoltle was not 
ſuperior to another in Authority and Jurisdiction, fo neither one | aſtor 
above another. 

But | apprehend all this will not ſacisfy our Author, and ſeeing he hath 
not :udged it expedient to illuminate us with the rayes of his clear Light, 
in tuis point of an Lnparity of Office bearers in the Church, | ſhall gather 
ſome of the beams he hath ſcattered through his Pamphlet for illuſtration 
this dark paſſage. 

Page 7. He ſays, Immediatly from the Apoſtles times there was ſuch 
<an Order and Imparity ſetled, of Biſhops, t resbyters or | aftors and Deas 
© cons, with a due Subordination to one another, all conſecrated to the 
« ſervice of God, with power to Preach the Goſpel, And . 9. That as 
« every particular flock of Chriſtian people nceded a Vaſtor and a Watch- 
«man; lo alſo did every flock of Paſtors need a Watch. man to ſrpermrend 
them; That preſidency was never ambulatory in the (urch. either 
« under the Old or New Teſtament. And 2. 10. That where there is 
B Larl- 


3 
© Parity, there is always Prelacy upon the matter or a continual ſtrife and 
«© contuſion. 

As to the power of Biſhops and Paſtors, and the ſpecifick differences of 
their Offices, all | find is p. 13. Uuder the Epiſcopal Government ot the 
Church, the Exerciſe cf the Eccleſiaſticall Power did teſide both in the Bi- 
ſhops and Presbyrers together, and they met in Presbyteries and Synods and 
joyncd in the Exerciſe of Church diſcipline. And p. 15. He lays of the 
F piſcopal Miniſters, they fee no expreſs divine warrant for Presbytries , Sy- 
nods zad General AlSemblies from which what the diſcriminating Power of 
Biſhops and Presbyters may be 1 cannot learn. But how their ſitting in 
Presbytrics and Syhods with their Biſhops was accerding io Divine Inſſitu— 
tion, when they ſce uo expreſs divine warraut for Presbytrics and Synods, 
he may clear to us with the next occaſion, 

However from theſe paſsages we may gather ſome what of our Authors 
mind in this matter, Viz. 1. That the Office-bearers in the Church amongſt 
whom he pleads for an imparity , are Bilhbeps, Paſtors. and Deacons, 2. 
Ther theſe have diſtin Offices, duly ſubordinated to one another, 3. 
That the Faſtor hath an immediate Relation to the People; who are the 
flock under his cure; but the Biſhop hath immediate relation to the Paſtors, 
who are the flock committed to his inſpection. 4. That the Office of a 
Biſhop is diſtin& from and ſuperior to the Office of a Paſtor, The point 
then he is to prove is, that Chriſt hath inſtituted in his Curch among ] Þ| 
ordinary ſtanding Offices, the Order and Office of a Biſhop diſtinct from 
and ſuperior to the Office cf a Paſtor, having the charge and Werlight of Paſ- 
tors with in his precin&. If he deſigns further by his arguments to prove 
the Bilhops lole Power of Ordination and Juriſdiction to make his Frelacy 
more compleat , I ſhall not determine. As to that he ſays of the Deacons 
having power to preach the Goſpel, I believe he did nor intend to prove 
that this belongs to them by virtue of their Office, as Deacens, 

I thall now conſider if his arguments reach his purpoſe, to make out the 
Divine Inkitution of a Dioceſan Biſhop. 

The firſt is, Under the Old Teſtament there were Prieſts and Levites 
© that had their ſeveral Offices aſſigned them. Anſ. 1, Therefore there muſt 
© be Dioceſan Biſhops under the New Teſtament. I ſee not the conſequence, 
Our queſtion is not what was under the Old Teſtament , but what 
Chriſt nath inſtituted under the New, 2. The conſequence may be as good 
for Presbytery, there were under the Old Teftament Prieſts and Levites 
with diſtinct Offices, therefore it is ſuitable there be Paſtors, Elders & 
Deacons under the New Teſtament. If it be ſaid there was a high I rieſt 
under the Old Teſtament I ask him if he will alſo admitt of a Pope under 


the New Teſtament to be of Chriſts inſtitution? Ar- 


4 


9 

Argument ſecond. That Our ſaviour inſtituted a difference of orders and 
« offices in his Church and not a parity is evident from the Goſpel : He 
chu ſe out ſeventy Ditciples, and alſo twelve Apoſtles, &c. Anſ. 1. Preſ- 
« byterians may fatcly grant this whole Argument as proving nothing againſt 
them. 2. He ſhould have ſhewed that their office work and power were 
different, where as he aſcrives the ſame to the 7 and the .. viz. teaching, 
baptiſing and working miracl-s, and ſo eſtabliſhes parity amongſt them 
contrary to his purpoſe. 3g. He ſhould have made out that they were inſti. 
tuted to be ordinary and ſtanding Ot aces and not extraordinary and tempe- 
rary. And 4. He ſhould have determined hy ſcripture that ſome of them were 
Presbyters and others of them Biſhops. And till theſe things be made gocd, 
bis Argument proves nothing, ; 

Argument 3, After Chrilts Aſcenſion, the Apoſtles continued the fame 
imparity of Office. bearers in the Church; Ihe Apoltle Paul ſetled Timothy 
at Epheſus and Titus at Crete; to o1dain Elders and Pailors in every City 
« and Deacous, giving them dicctions, what fort of Verſons they ought to 
© be, as appears from his Epiltles to Timothy and Titus. Anl. Here we 
would conſider ſcriouſly where the ſtrength of this Argument lycs and how 
it proves the point in hand. 1. It doth not ly in the ordaining of Paſtors 
or Elders and eacons in every City : For Fresbyterians grant the imparity 
of theſe two Offices. 2. It duth not y in the directions given in the Epiſtles 


JBEzmothy and Titus, for theſe he grants do reipect the Elders or Paſtors 


and Deacogg, what fort of Verſons they ought to be. Wherfor 3. In the- 
ſe Epiſtles 1 Tim. 3. 1, 2. &c. Tit. 1. 5. 6,7. where the Apoſtle gives thele 
Directions concerning the Qualibcatiors of a Pilhop, ſay ing a Biſhop muſt 
be blameleſs, the Name of Liſhop as himſelf acknowlegrs is to be under. 
ſtood of Elders or Faſtors to be ordained in every City, ſo that in theſe paſ- 
ſages Biſhops are the ſame with Elders or Patiors, From which it follows 
that Elders or Paſtors who are alſo called Bilhops in Scripture, are certainly 
of Divine Inſtitution , and that the Directions in theſe Epiſtles are not to 
be underſtood of Dioceſen Prelats. 4, The ſtrength of the Argument muſt 
therefore ly in this, that Paul ſetled Timothy in Epheſus and I itus in Crete, 
with power to ordain Elders. Eut to this may by Anſwered, 1. That 
tho! it may be eaſily grauted Timothy and Titus were Office. bearers ſuperior 
to the Biſhops or Elders they ordained; Yet this will not ſerve his turn a- 
gainſt Presbyterians, unleſs he can make out that Timothy and Titus were 
fixed and ordained or conſecrated (as he terms it.) to the Preſidency and 
overſight of the Vaſtors «t theſe Churchs, as an ordinary and ſtanding ot- 
fice which by Divine Inſtitution was to be perpetuated through all ages. 
For our preſent enquiry is of the model of Government the Apobles ſet up 
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10 
in the Chriſtian Churehs which * . and planted in the ſeveral 
Places of the World: what Orders and Offi e- beares they inſtituted, and 
in whoſe hands they ſetled the power of Diſciphne and Govcrument when 
they were to leave theſe Churches: Now his Argument in this is very lame 
and proves nothing to the purpoſe: All he ſays is that Paul ſetled Timo- 
thy at Epheſus and Titus at Crete with power to ordain Elders in e- 
very City. But | deſiderate a prout of this. He doth indeed aſſert it, but 
the Inſtitutions of Jeſus Chriſt are as litle to be meatured by his aflertions, 
as by the Acts of General Aſſemblies. It is already laid down by him as 
an inviolable maxim that the records of Divine write muſt be the ouly 
rule and ſtandart. And where is it to be found in Scripture that Timothy 
was Setled at Epheſus and Titus ſetled at Crete. They were left by the 
Apoſtle in theſe Churches for a time, to pertect what was wanting in the 
good Order and Policy that was to be ſetled and continued in them, So 
1 Tim, 1. 3. As | bcſought thee to abide ſtill at Ef heſus, when 1 went 
into Macedonia, &c. & Pit. 1. 5. For this cau{e lett | thee in Crete, that 
thou ſhouldeſt ſer in order the things that are wanting and ordain Elders 
in every City, as | had appointed thee. Here there is nothing ot their 
being ſetled, ordained as reliding Office bearers or Dioceſan Biſhops in a 
kxed Relation to th:ſe Churches. Yea, 2. The contrary appears from 
thete ſame Epiſtles, wherein we ſee them called off tram theſe poſts, when 
the ſpecial affairs that were given them in Cornmiſſion are ſuppoſedꝰ 
done, or when the Apoſtle had more neceſſary work for them, elſcwhere. 2 
Tim, 4. 9, Do thy diligence to come ſhortly unro me, und v. 24, Do thy 
diligence to come before winter. Tit 3. 12. When | fhail ſend Artemas 
unto thee or Tychicus. be diligent to come unto me to Nicopolis. 3 Ti- 
mothy and Titus were Evangeliſts who were temporary and cxtraoruinary 
Office bearers Eph. 4. 11. It is expreſly ſaid of Timothy, 2 Tim 4. 5. 
Do the work of an Evangeliſt, tho? the {uppolititious poſtſcript bears nis 
being, ordained Eiſhop of Epheſus. And as to Titus and Timothy both, 
its evident trom their extenſive Commiſſion. work and unhxed reſidence, 
and their conſtant travels and jurneys from place to place, in attending the 
Apoſtles or tulhlling of their Cemmithons. 4. The higheſt and ordinary 
fixed Oftice-bearers in the Church of Epheſus, with whom the Apoſtle Paul 
eniruſted the Government of that Church, when he knew they were to ſee 
his face no more were no other than the Elders, Paſtors or Biſhops , as is 
evident from Act 20 And in Pauls valedictory Exhortation unto them, 
there is no mention of a Dioceſan Prelate, who had the Superintendency 
over them, nor any direction concerning ſuch an Office, tho! Timothy 


was than preſent. Act. 20.44 Wheretore there is no evidence from Scrip- 
ture 


1x] 
ture of Timothy being ſetled rad of Epheſus or Titus of Crete. 

« Argument-4- And in the Revelation Chap. 2. & 3. Tho? in Epheſus , 
© and the reſt of the ſeven Churches therein mentioned, there were more than 
one Elder or Paſtor in every Church; Yet Chriſt directs to one, that had 
« the Chief care of every Church, &c, 

Anſ: All the ſtrength of this argument is taken from the metaphorical 
word Angel, in this prophetical book, which he alledgeth is to be under- 
ſtood of one ſingle perſon, and not in a collective ſenſe. But 1, We 
ſhewed already, as to the Church of Epheſus, that the Apoſtle left the Go- 
vernment of that Church, not in the hands of one fingle perſon, who had 
the chief Care, but to the collective body of the Elders or Biſtops, with- 
out the leaſt Infinuation of any one ſingle perſon, who had the chief 
Care: And therefore by the Angel of the Church of Epheſus we are to un- 
derftand the College of Paſtors who ſhined as Stars and gave Light to the 
Church, and net one fingle perſon. For proof that Chriſt directs to one, 
He adds, the ſeven Stars are the Angels of the ſeven Churches, and the ſe- 
ven Candleſticks are the ſeven Churches Rer. 1; 20. Unto the Angel of 
the Church of Epheſus write &c. Rev. 2 1. Arc therefore the Angels fo 
many ſingle perſons? | ſec not how it follows. I think his Argument 
might be inverted thus, the one Candleſtick repreſents the collective body 
of the Church, and therefore the Star or Angel repreſents the whole Paſtors 
ev Church. And ſeeing he acknowledges there were Paſtors in every 
Church beſides the Biſliop, I would ask him whether theſe Paſtors are 
comprehen ed under the Candleſtick or under the Star. They cannot be 
contained in the Candleſtick, for Paſtors by their ſhining Life and Do- 
Arine give Light to the Church as much if not more than the fingle Biſhop. 
They have relation to the Church which is the Candleſtick, yea more im- 
mediate having the Cure of Souls, whereas the Biſhop according to our 
Author is the Watchman of Paſtors. Theſe Paſtors therefore muſt be con- 
tained in the Emblem of the Stars, and therefore comprehended under the 
Title of Angel: the ſeven Stars are the Angels, unto the Angel of the 
Church of Epheſus write Cc. So the Title of Angel will denote the 
whole Paſtors, or Stars and Lights diſtin from the Caudleſtick. And 
that more than ene are underſtood under the name of Angel is gathered 
from Rev. 2, 10. Where writing unto the Angel of the Church of Sena, 
he ſayeth, the Devil ſhall caſt ſome of you into Priſon, And to the Angel 
of Thyatira verſe 24+ But unte you I ſay and unto the reſt in THM. 
24% Beſides all this, the Argument anſwers not bis Scope. He ſhould 
have proved that the Angel was net only a ſingle perſon, but of a ſuperi- 


or Order and Office, that he * Wachman, not over a particular 
floc k 
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and Paſtors are one and the fame in their Narres, Titles, 


12 
flock, of Chriſtians . but even the Paſtors of the lock and that he had Authority 
and ]urisdiction over them, He ſhould have taught us what Power and Work wx 
peculiar to this Angel, whichis not competent toPaſtors. And in a Word he ſhould 
have made it evident that this Angel in cach of the ſcven Ct urchcs , was 3 
dioceſan Biſhop. 

He conciudes witk abundance of Aſſurance, Thus we ſee, ſo far 
as Divine Records go, it is evident, that there was an imparity of Office. 
© bearers in the Church of Jeſus Chriſt. But whatever be of that, it is not 
made gut from the Angels of the ſeven Churches. Put when he hath done 
all this, hath he from Divine Records made it evident that Epiſcopal Go- 
vern:ncnt is of Divine Inſtitution, I ſhall as I think with much more 
Reaſon | may, draw the the oppoſite Concluſion: That ſo far as Divine 
Records go, there is no evidence of the Divine Inſtitution of a Dioceſan 
Biſhop. Secing, he hath neither peculiar Name, nor Ordination, nor 
Once, nor Work, nor Power or jurisdiction mentioned in Holy Write, 
and therefore is not to be owned as an ordinary ſtanding Officer in the 
Church, by Divine Appointment above a Presbyter, So the Nullity of 
his pretended Scripture | roots, furniſhes the Presbyterians with an inyin- 
cible Argument; againſt the Prelatick Government of the Church. 

hall not here trouble you with aPlan of theDivineRight of rsbyterial Co- 
vernment. Our Author acknowledges the Divinelnſtitution of the office o 
or Paftors, in every Church. And that Scripture- Biſhops, Preaching-Eldets 


Qualifications, Orlination, Office, Work, Power and jurisdiction, 
hath been fo fully made out in the many learned Treatiſes of Divine; 
both forreign and of our own country, that it would be ſuperfluous La- 
bour and unſuitable for me to undertake that Province: And when the 
Arguments advanced by our Author have been ſo often baffled and expoſed, 
I admire his confidence in ſerving up the fame Diſh of a crawbe recolſa, 
with ſuch a Grave and ſerious Parade. if he hath given it any new and dif- 
ferent Sauce, or ſet the matter in a clearer Light 1 leave it to you to judge, 
from the fe Hints of Anſwers J have offered. 

But that his Arguments may remain unſhaken, and that Presbyterians 
may have no back door to eſcape the Dint of them, he obviats an Objecti- 
on page 7.'% As to what they ſay, that theſe were extraordinary Officers 
in the Church, and were not to continue by ſucceffion in all Ages: 
* Whom he underſtands by theſe extraordinary Officers in the Church, 
he 1s not pleaſed to tell us; it he mean the Angels of the ſeven Churches 
laſt mentioned, he bates the Air, Presbyterians make no ſuch Ohjection, 
they allow the Angels to be ordinary Officers If he mean the Apoſtles 
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I 
and Evangeliſts ; Presbyterians do indced own them to be extraordinary 
Officers, and that upon ſuch Grounds and Proofs, as he will never be 
a le to evince che contrary. He tells us, “there cannot be a greater Evi- 
© icnce to the contrary, than the FraCtice of the whole Catholick Church 
« immediatly from the Apoſtles times, there being in every Church ſcttled 
« Biſbops, Presbyrers or Paltors and Deacons as appears from Ig Epi- 
« ftles and the #r1mitive Fathers. That is to ſay, the Apoſtles and Evan- 
geliits were not extraordinary Officers, becauſe there were Bilhops Cc. 
In the primitive Times of Chriſti:nity. My dulnefs acknowledge cannot 
comprehend the Connexion of this Mans Notions. Might there not be 


Biſhops in the Church which were neither Apoſtl.s nor Evangelilts? But 


it ſeems our Author not being ſ{itished with what he had found in Divine 
Records, muft have Recoviſe to his eAchillean Argument of the ancient 

ractice of the Church, aud pull in /prarz4s to his help, tho” it were by 
Head and Shoulders. However it be, I ihall take our Author in the moſt 
favourable Senle : Perhaps by theſe extraordinary Officers he underſtands 
only Timothy and Tuus, and that primitive Antiquiry proves them to have 
been ordinary Officers, I (hall not launch out into the vaſt Ocean of An- 
tiquity, but only offer ſome few Reflexions Whereas he ſays there cau- 
not be a greater Evidence to the Contrary, than the Practice of the 
Church after the Apoſtles Times. I humbly conceive it would have been 
2 greater Evidence to the Contrary, it he had evinced it from the Divine 
Records ly. He undertook to meaſure things by the Records ot Di- 
vine Write, and therefore he ought not to throw up this Principle, and run 
to practice, to prove his Point, The Examinator of Mr. AMeldrums Ser- 
mon would take this mightily in dudgeon page 13. 3. The Defectveneſs, 
Ambiguity, Partiality and Repugnancy of Humane Records for a long 
Tract of Years after the Apoliles, hath been ſo fully evinced by Dr. Sul- 
ling fleet and other Learned Men, that it he cannot make good his Point 
from the unconteſtable Principle of Sacred Write, hel never be able to 
bring a convinceing proof from ancient Practice. And therefore I con- 
clude, that it hath not been nor can be proven, that the Eiſhops ſettled in 
every Church immediatly from the Apoſtles Time, were any other than 
the Scripture Biſhops or Paſtors ever Flocks of Chriſtian People. 
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I III. 


Of the Reformation from Popery, and Judgement of Pro- 
teſtant Churches concerning Prelacy. 


Churches Reformation from Popery ; wherein ſome things occur 
ſo ſurpriling to me, that I ſcarce expected them from any pro- 
fefſed Proteſtant. 

And in the firſt place he tells us, © as the Church had this Government 
in the Times which were pureſt for Religion, tho? ſharpeſt for Perſecu- 
© tion, ſo it continued to be the Government of the Catholick Church 
© through all Nations of the Earth for 1500 years. Here I defire to know 18, 
If the Introduction of Metopolitants, Patriarchs, and the Pope himſelf u 
Univerial Biſhop and Head of the Church, made no Alteration of the Go- 
vernment ſettled by the Apoſtles? Were not all the Arches, Arch- 
cons, Arch-Presbyters, Arch-Deans, Arch-Bifhops and the Paramoumt Ju- 
premacy of the Pope brought in long before the Tear 1500?-« And when 
the Government of the Church was turned into a Tyrannical Menarchy, 
did it Qiil continue as it was in the Primitive Conſtitution? If notwith- 
fianding of this, the Government ſettled in the Church immediatly after 
the Apoſtles continued ſtill the ſame, then the whole Romyſhe Hierarchy muſt be 
acknowledged ta be of Apoſtolick Original, If he thinks this requiſite tor the 
Unity of the Catholick Church whereof he ſpoke page 5. If he intended any 
thing of this in his Reaſoning page 9. that every Flock of Paſtors need aWatch- 
Mau to ſuperintend them, and that amongſt the Paſtors,even he that is chief and 
greateſt ſhould be the Servant of all, as the Pope ſtiles himſelf Seren Servorum 
Dei. If he meant this, by his Citation out of Gr. Nanzianzes, promum Miles, deis- 
de Ceulur io, tandem Imperator, I ſhall not determine. But if this be his mind, he will 

think it was no great Crime to call the Reformation a lamentable Schiſa. 
24ly, Was all this Remiſh Flierarchy that was brought in long before the 
162. Century agreeable to the Inſtitutions of Jeſus Chriſt? And jf the 
Government oi the Church in An. 1500 was the ſame with that ſettled 


by the Apoſtles, then every one of the Orders and Offices of the 2 
| c 


T HE Author of the Caſe page 7. gives us his Account of the 
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Church muſt be of Divine Inſtitution, tho he hath hitherto ſhown no veſ- 
ſtige of them in Holy Wiite, It he thinks they are all contained under 
that General of Imparity and Subordination of Church Officers, we muſt 
have ſome better Evidence than his bare Word, before we can beleive 
him. 3dly. That this was the Government of the Catholick Church 
through all the Nations of the Earth, is a pretty large Aſſertion, and hel 
have a hard Task to prove it, However if Scotland or any other Nation 
had not this Government they are hereby excomuunicated from the Catho- 
I.ck Church. I hat Bilhops were not in Scetland till the 9:4 Century, wid. 
Jebn Mayr in Hifl. Lib. 2. Cap. 2. Theſe cited by Petrie, bedſies which 
Pameſon Nauz. Quer. p. 33. Cites allo Fordoun Lib. 3, 8. 

Our Author goes on to tell us when the firſt Change happened in this 
happy Government of the Church, that had eciitinucd for 15co Years. 
« Aﬀter which time, lays he, that lamentable Schiſm happening, that has ſo | 
« miſerably divided the Weftren Parts of the Catholick Church. Alas! 
What a miſcrable Accident was this, that the Catholick Church, after the 
enjoyment of a Bleſſed and Harmonious Order for full 1500 Years, 
ſhould then be rent in peices by a lamentable Schm? But be it as it will, 
the Reformation in his Judgement was a Jamentable Schiſm. Eut who 
were guilty of this Schiſm, the Church of Reme who kept her ground as 
at that time (he ſtood, or the Proteſtants who ſeparated from her? Accord- 
Ig our Authors Deciſion in the like Caſe page 18. The actual Sechiſm 
begins in them that make the firſt Separation from the Eſtabliſhed Worfhip, 
ſo the Proteſtants who firſt ſeparated, and came off from Rome, made the 
lamentable Schiſm. And if Proteſtants be Schi/maricks, then according to 4 
the true Church Principles in the Examination ct Mr. Meldrums Sermon p 
page 15. all that joyn in Proteſtant Worſhip, involve themſelves in the 
dreadful Guilt of Schm. Here is an Advertiſememt to all Reformed 7 
Churches, ye have been now near 260 years lying under the dreadful Guilt 
of Schſm: And is it not high time ye were bethinking your ſelves, and 
returning to the Mother Church of Rome. All Proteſtant Churches and 
Divines have ſtill vindicated theniſclves from the Crime of Schiſm, and ju- 
flifed their going, out of Babylon, and Seceſſion from the . Remil- Har ler, 
as a Lawſul, Laudable and Neceſſary Separation, and not a Lamentable 
Schiſm. And if our Author hath not commenced Advocate for the tri- 
ple Crown, I muſt fay, he but very faintly defencs the Reformation, If 
that Lamentable Schi which happened in the beginning of the 16% 
Cem. did miſerably divide the Wefters Parts of the Catholick Church, 
would it not [in this Mans Oppinion] have been better for the Church 
that it had never been, and that all things had continued as in the pre- 
ceeding 
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cecding 15th. Cent, under Darkneſs — dolatry? I am far from think. 
that all the Epiſcopal Party in Scotland are of this Mans Opinion, for the 
he ſeems to write in Name of them all (for after he hath given the Grounds 
page 14, 15, 16. why theſe of his Party cannot joyn with Presbyterians 
m Wo. ſhip, and he is the the firſt that publiſhed them, for any thing 1 
know, he tells us page 18. © Thoſe of the Epiſcopal Ferſwaſion have ex- 
« hibited che particular Grounds and Realons, why they cannot joyn with ni 
the preſent Presbyterian Eſtabliſhment) yet I am per{wadcd there 
are many ot them better Protcliants, than to think the Reformation from 
Popery was a Jamentable Schiſm that produced ſuch miſerable Effects. 

But we muſt not be uncharitable to our Auchor who is ſo full of Ca. 
tholick Charity to others, it he do not defend the Schiſm, he hath at leaſi 
ſome Excule for it, «The Iroteſtants, he ſays, did not without Rex 
* ſon, lay the blame of it upon the Church of Rome, their impoſing upon 
them Conditions of Communion , which were not required by the 
Primitive Church. This Narration of what the Proteſtants did, 
ſeems to be with very little Approbation, it's true he ſays they blamed il 
the Church of R:me net without Reaſon; but I ask if that Reaſon was 
good and ſufficient or not? It it was, then the Proteſtants ſeparating, 
was no Scluſm: If it was not, then however it may excuſe or extenuate 
the Guilt, it can never juttify the Fault. All the particular Reaſon he 
alligns is, that be Church of Kome added 12erTiule; te the ect 
Creed, The Proteſiants de wnauſwearably juſlifu their Separatiop from the 
Chu-ch of Rome, upon the Grounds ot her Heriſie in Doctrine, Idolatry in 
in Worſhip and Tyranny in Government, but ſeciug he expreſly mentions 
none of theſe, | may take the Liberty to canvaſs a little his Reaſon, that 
we may lee how ſtrenuouſly he detends the Reformation. And l enquire 
in the firſt place, wherein the Fault of the Church of Reme lyes, whe- 
ther in this that ſhe made any Addition at all tothe Apoſtolick Creed; or 
if the Fault lay in the Nature and quality of the Articles ſhe added? 
Our Author gives me ſome Ground for, this Enquiry, when exhibiting 
the Reaſons why the Epiſcopal Clergy cannot joyn with Presbyterians 
page 14 he cle:rly inſinuates that © that their owning the Word of God 
* contained in the Scripture for the Rule of Faith, and the ancient Form 
© of Sound Words for the Summary of it, is a {ufficient Teff of their 
Orthodoxy and Soundneſs in the Faith, and that the owning, of any other 
Articles of Doctrine ought not to be impoſed upon them. Hence it 
ſeems that, in his opinion, the enlargeing of this Ancient Creed. ,of ve- 
ry adding unto it, any Articles what ever is Criminal, for he ſpeaks no- 
thing of the Falichoed or Hereſie of the added Articles, but only that 
, iwelve 


= 
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twelve were added to the twelve Promuve Onrs, But the fault could not ly 
in the meer addition, for that Creed net being vt Divine Inſtitution or Apo- 
ſtolick Authority, had ſuffered ſeveral Variations and Additions before that 
time, as Du ne Bibuoibeque Ectlefralt Jem. Frim. fage 13 Bajnage 
Hit ure de L'ERie Liv. 26. Cap, 1. Antiquaries have obſerved. And as 
it's Authority is not fo Sacred, ſo ncither is it's 7 ertection ſuch, as that 
no Article of Faith can be added to it. Yea it is palpably detective mn 
many important Heads that either arc not at all, or not xpre ly contained 
in it, there is nothing in it, of the Scripture being the Word of Ged, of 
the Fall of Mankind, and jultitcation through Faith, without Works 
Ce. Yeaall the Reformed Churches were lo fenkble oft this that they 
enlarged their Confeſſions and Creeds with a great many more Articles 
than what is contained in this ancient Form. And therefore they did not 
nor could with any Reaſon, lay the Plame upon the Church of Rume, for 
adding 12 Articles to the Crecd, if theſe were Sound and agreeable to the 
Word of God, It was not meerly the adding to this ancient Symbol that 
was quarrelled by Proteſtants but the Corrupr, Heretical Doctrine ot the 
Church of Rome. Whercfor whatever be this Mans Mind as to conditions 
of Communion impoſed beſides the Apoſtolick Creed, it his Reaſon con- 
tain any plauſible Defence for Protcſtants; the Fault muſt be found in the 
Nature and Quality of the added Articles, that the Church of Rome added 
"T: e and Heretical, Corrupt and Idolatrous Articles, But our Au- 
thors Chgrity abſtains from all offenſive Epithets, it's enough to him 

to ſay, they added 12 Articles without ſignifying what they are or 

where to be found. 

The Church of Rome had indeed adopted many Groſs and Heretical 

Opiniows, before the Light of the Reformation broke forth: Put that 

they made any expreſs addition of 12 Articles to the Apoſtolick Creed; 

| do not find, Pope Piu, IV. im a Bull dated Novemb. 13. 1564. did add 

ſome 12 or 14 Articles wholly Peeiſh, to a Creed, called the Symbol uſed 

in the Church of Reme, Yet it is not that which goes commonly under 

the Name of the Apoſtles Creed: But the Nicence or Conflantmepeiitan Creed, 

with the Word Filieque added ro it which occaſioned no ſmall Debate be- 

twixt the Eaftern and Melle n Churches. This Creed was rehearſed and appro- 

ven in the 34. Scflion of the Council of Trere without any additions. And when 

Pope Pu- IV, after the diſſolution of that Council, had made his additions 

to that ancicnt Creed, he impoſed them only on ſuch as belonged to the 

Cltrgy, but did not require the people to own them by Oath. as a condi- 

tion of Church Communion. And finaly this Addition being made in An. 

1564, about 40 years after the beginning of the Reformation, and 30 
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years after that Proteſtatation, which gaye the Name of Proteſtants to the 
Reformers, it could not be the Ground of their Separation. From al 
which 1 do not ſec with what warrand this Author can allege, that the 
adding 12 Articles more to the 12 Primitive ones of the Apoſtolick Creed, 
and impoſing them as Conditions of Communion, was the Reaſon wh 
the Proteſtants did lay the Blame of the Lamentable Schim upon the 
Church of Rome. If our Author think otherways, I ſhall be glad to re. 
ceive farther Inſtruction, 

Our Author goes on to give us an account of the Reformation, That 

* theſe who. ſeparated from the Church of Rome, were carefal to do it only 
in manifeſt Corruptions in Doctrines and Woerlhip, and not to abandon 
what was of Primitive and Apoſiolick Original, however it might have 
"heen abuſed by that Church, but to retrieve the good and ancient uſe 
thereof. And then recounts ſeveral Particulars which the Proteſtant 
Churches retrieved and retaincd, amongſt which he reckons their Litur- 
gies and ſet Forms in publick Prayer and Adminiſtration of the Sacra. 
ments, (but they took care that all ſhould be in a known Tongue) the ob- 
ſervation of annual Holy. Days, Conkimation and private Communion, 
Here I obſerve no other corruption inſinuated in the Romiſh Worſhip but 
that it was in an unknown Tongue. Tho? I think none will believe that 
the Maſs tranſlated inte the vulgar Tongues would have ſatisfied the 
greateſt part of the Weflern Churches, who ſeparated from Rome, Ir ges 
alſo evident to me, that he accounts theſe things, the uſe whe#of® the 
Proteſtant Churches retrieved, of Primitive and Apoſtolick / Original ; 
Here 1#, | would have his own Rule minded, that, thoſe things which 
concern the Religion of Jeſus Chriſt, are to be mealured by the inſtituti— 
on of Jeſus Chritt, and ſecing he mentions all theſe things with appro. 
bation and as of Apoſtolick Original, he would have oblieged us Txtream- 
ly if he had given ſolid Documents for each of them from the Records 
of Divine Write, according to the Rule he undertook to meaſure things 
by. For my part I can tind nothing of the Divine Inſtitution of them 
in the New Teſtament, nor any thing from which he can by good conſe- 
uence draw a Divine Inſtitution for the uſe of compoſed Liturgics and {et 
Forms, or for the Obſervation of his yearly Feſtivals, or contirmation of 
Children by the Biſhop, or of giving the Sacrament of the Lords Supper 
to dying perſons. 2dly, It he require theſe things to be obſerved as 
conditions of Communion, I would demand further that he ew us where 
they are declared in expreſs Words to be neceſſary to Salvation, accorging 
to his other Rule in page laſt, where he ſays, “let us not make the con- 
* ditions of Communion narrower than Jcſus Chriſt has made them, but ſuch 

only 
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© only as he in the Holy Scriptures has declared in expreſs Words to be ne- 
« ccllary to Salvation. 34). Did not the Epiſcopal Clergy under the late 
prelicy in Scotland abandon the things that were of Primitive and Apoſto- 


4 leck Original, in uſing no authoriſed Liturgy in publick Worthip, nor j 
why (cx Forms in adminiſtration of the Sacraments, aud in not obſerving uni- | 
the torinly the yearly Holy-Days, kneeling at the Lords Supper, with the 
re. telt of the tive Articles of Pere»? But it ſcems our author had another 

Church more ſpecially in bis view, which is called the Glory ot the Retor 


mation, Toleraton defended page 17. 
Having own how careful the Proteſtants were about the Doctrine 


= and Worll'p, he proceeds to the Government ot the Church. 58 And «- 
Wh © bove all, they tœok care nt to throw away that excellent, ancient and 
* c Apoſtolick Order Ce. As this will net readily be xeccived upon his Aſ- 
ant ſertion; ſo J think it had been no great Commendation of the Proteſtant 
tur- Churches, that the greateſt part of them were ttiore careful to eſtabliſh Ei- 


ſhows and an tlierarchical Frelacy, than «bout the Doctrine and Worſhip. 
But he tells us, They were not only convinced of it's Divine lultitution, 
but that it was of ablolute neceſſity for the Good Peace and Order of 


on. 
o2 « the Church. for the great Ends of Non and to avoid Serife, Schiſm 
Lat « and Confufgon. Here are tWo Aflertions tor which 1 believe he hath no 


Warrant from the greatclt part ct the IVeftern Churches, 1. That they 

Wale convinced of the Divine Inſtitution of Epiſcopacy. 2aly. That it 

was ME ſolute neceility for the great Ends ot Religiov. Of the . 1 

(hall tpeak tterwards. As to the 2d. | crave an inſtance of any one Prote- 
ſtant Church in the World, that av ucheth this Dcetrine. 1 do indeed 
mcet With it in a Pamp blet called 7 oleration defended pape 2. Where it's ſaid, 
that Epiſ-opacy is not only neccflary to the well-being, but even to the 
every being of a Church: Bur whatever be thele Mens Sent ments, I 
cannot obtain of my leli to believe. that any I'ro:eſtant Church in the 
World is ſo uncharitzble as to unchurch and damn orkers for differing trom 
than in this Yoigt that concerns the external Government of the Church. 
From our An ors Polition 1 ſhall only draw ſome Inicrences. 1#, The 
Glory of God and Salvation of Sinners, being the great Ends of Rcligi- 
on, can only be obtained where Prelacy is eſtabliſhed : For this being of 
abſolute neceſſity, for thele great Ends of Religion, neitaer Presbyterians 
nor Independents who want it, can either Glority God or obtain Salvati- 
on to their own Souls. 2d. Hereby all the Reformed Churches who 
want Prelacy, are excommunicated, they are v iti cut the Fale ch the Catho- 
lick Church. For that Society is no Church nor part of the Catholick ; 


Church, where that is wanting which is of abſolute neceſſity for the great 
Ends 
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Ends of Religion, and to the very Caf a Church. 3d. If this be the 
opinion of the Prelatick Party, I defiderate in them that temper, Charity 
and Modcration, that becomes the Profeſſion of Chriſtianity. They uſu. 
ally load Presbyterians with Rigidity and want of Charity, but I truſt they 
are Men of that Temper and Moderation that they will not exclude all 
from Salvation who differ from them in the Point of Government: Ay 
tho* they belicve their beloved Party to be of Divine Inſtitution, yer they 
do not aſcribe ſuch an abſolute neceſſity unto it, as to unchurch all the 
Churches that come not up to their Form. 4t9, Toleration is needleſs 
except Biſhops he reſtored in Scotland, contrary to the Chim of Right, 
For by a Toleration without Biſhops, they can never be a Church, nor ob- 
tain the great Ends of Religion, ſeeing they] want what is abſolutly ne. 
ceſſary to both. He ſeems indeed to retract, when he ſays page 13 © tho 
© they look upon ſuch an imparity of Paltors as a Divine and Apolivic In. 
© ſtitution, and the want of it as a great and notable Defect in a Church, 
yet not ſuch as makes it ceaſe to be a Church, How this agrees with 
what was ſaid before, I am not much concerned, nor have | any great 
Dexterity in reconciling, Contradict ions whether real or apprrent. I 
Come we now to conſider his 1#. Aﬀertion, that the greateſt part « 
the Reformed Churches were convinced of the Divine Inſtitution of Pre. 
lacy, and after ſome Reaſons why it ought to be preferred to Parity, he 
adds, page 10 * Thus the Reformed Churches of Bebemia, Meravis, &» 
land, Sweden, Denmark, the grcateſt part of Germany, England nd Scot- 
land, (aw it juſt and neceſſary, to keep ſtill an Impartty and Subordinati 
on of Ofkce-bearers in the Church. Here we have both their Judge- 
ment and Practice aſſerted, to which I offer theſe few Conſiderations. 
And 1#, As to their Judgement, I crave a Proof of this, that any one of i 
the Proteſtant Churches at the Reformation were convinced of the Divine 
Inſticution of Prelacy: And I challenge our Author to give one Docu- 
ment of it from their Conſcſſions, which are the moſt authentick Evr 
dence of the Judgement of the Churches. I think it will not be pleaded 
as to the Reformed Churchęs in Piedmont, Swiſr, Geneve, France, Holland 
and all the Churches inGermany that are now by way of diſtinction call- 
ed Reformed : Their Confeffions and Conſtitution evince the contrary. 
For brevity 1 omirt Citations in a matter that is inconteſtable, As to 
Scotland | ſhall afterward trace our Author in his particular Account of 
it. There remains then only England and the Lutheran Churches. As to 
England 1, | find no Aſſertion of the Divine Inſtitution of Prelacy in 
her 39 Articles, from whence her Judgement is to be learned. 2dly, 
The quite contrary 1s aſſerted in the Inſtitution ofa Chriſtian-Men de- 
dicated 
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dicated to the King An. 1537. 34h. I may therefore conclude, with 
Dr. Holland in an ACt at Oxfoord P 9. 1608. That to ſay Epiſcepatus 
etl ordo arftinflus a Presbyteratu cue ſuperior pure Divine, is contrary to 
the Scriptures, Fathers and Doctrine of the Church of England. 

As to the Luthercan Churches we may gather their Mind from their 
Contetiions, wherein | can tin4 nothing of their being convinced of the 
Divine in{titution of Epiſcopacy; but on the contrary, the euburgb 


ContcTon, in the Article about Eccleſiaſtick Power m1 page 44, hath 
dlefs theſe Words: “ Porro ſecundum Evangelium, ſeu ut loquuntur, Jure 
ight, « Divino, nulla ſurisdictio competit Epiſcopis, h. e. his quibus commiſſum eſt 
r Ob» « Minjiterium Verbi & Sacramenrorum, niſi remittere Peccatz, item cognol- 
ne. « cere Doctrinam & Doctrinam ab Evangelio diflentientem rejicere, & Im- 


« pios cxcludere a Communione Eccletiz, Here obſerve 151. That by 
W Biſhops of Divine inſtitution they underſtand all to whom the Adminiſtra- 
tion of the Word and Sacraments is committed. 2&ly, All power 
of ſurisdiction and Diſcipline is attributed to the ſime perſons as inſepatab- 
ly connected with the other, without the leaſt Infinuation of a Diſtinction 
betwixt Bithop and Vaftor by Divine Inſtitution: The Confeſhon of Sexo- 


rt ag m, in the Article, of the Church page 70. Ad Miniſterium hæc perti- 
Pie. nent &c. Here the Adminiſtration of the Word and Sacraments, with 
s he the power of Diſcipline and ordairing \miſters, belongs to the Miniſiry 
<> md is :(cribed to the ſame perſons without diſtinction. 

Scot- The ſeſſion of Mertenberg in the Article concerning Orders page 120, 


« docet enn Hiereny mus &c. For /ercme teaches that a Biſhop and Presby- 
«© ter is the farnc» Wheretore it is evident, that unleſs a Presbyter be in- 
t (tituted in the Church for the Minifiry of the Word, he deſerves neitlier 
© the name of Presbyter nor Biſhop. And page 131. The Miniſtry of 


vine © higheſt power on Earth is common to all who bear the Meſſage of the 
Neu « Goſpel. | 
Evi The Confeſſion of Bohemia Art 9 Of Eccleſiaſtick Orders page 188. 


© Docent Miniſtros Eccleſiæ &c. The Miniſters of the Church are fet a- 


lard part to that Office in the Congregation by the Elders with Vrayer and Im- 
alle « poſition of hands page 190. Thecenluring of Miniſters belongs to the 
ary. © Brethren, without a Word of the Eiſhop. And page 196, Art, 14. The 


power of the keys is granted firſt to the Overſeers and Miniſters of the 
Church, and next, alſo to every Chriſtian- Aſſembly. 

After all which, if our Author can produce the Conviction of theſe 
Chugches for a Divine Inſtitution of Dioceſan Liſtops, 1 ſhall acknow- 
ledge Ie {ces further than 1 can do, 
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24. As to the practice of all theſe Churches, I doubt much if it can 
be made out of any of them, except England, that they kept ſlill Dieceſan 
Biſhops with their complcat Hicrarchy. And however, thcir practice, af. 
ter what hath been adduced from their Confeſſions, can be no ſure proof 
of their being convinced of the Divine Inſtitution of Pxelacy : Seeing 
ſome Churches may retain ſome things on prudent Conſiderations, tho' 
they do not plead a Divine Inſtitution for them. There is no (haddow of 
Plea for this Practice in any, but the Latherean Churches, where ſome are 
called Eiſhops, Superintendents or Superattendants: But that they are of; 
ſuperior Order and Office to Paſtors, and have the ſame power with other 
Prelats, muſt be better atteſted than by our Authors bare word. I fhall on- 
ly give one Inſtance of the Superattendants in Peland, by which we may 
judge of their Prelatick-Power aud if they had any more than that of a Mo- 
derators and Commithoners for viſiting Churches. In the general Synod 
of the united Churches of the &4urburg, Helwerran , Bohemian Confeflions in 
Polind, met at Cracow An. 1573. The Conſtitutions or Canons concern. 
ing Superattendants were approven and ſubſcribed: Amongſt which there 
arc theſe, concerning his Election, that the Superattendent be choſen by 
the Miniſters of the Synod in every Diſtrict: As to his Office, the Ci. 
non firlt is, That he be fixed to a particular Flock where he is to diſcharge 
the Office of the Miniſtry, Canon 6, He hath power to indict the 8). 
nods in his Diſtrict at fixed times, for certain and neceſſary Caules, and 
preſide in their Meetings. Canon 10. His Office is to continue a Jo 
nod to Synod, and according to the Judgement of the Synod me is to be 
continued and approven, of another to be choſen and appointed in ki 
Room. Morcover there are Ruling-Elders choſen allo by the Synod to 
concurr with him in his Viſitations. And in the Geneve Synod at 7 
run An. 1595. It is enacted that the Superattendents be ſubject to Dil iſ 
cipline in the Synods of the Diſtricts. By all which I think our Author 
willi never make that out, Precedency in theſe Churches is not Ambulatory. 

As for his Reaſonings, that I'relacy is preferable, for preſerving Humi- 
liry, Peace and Order; And that under Presbytry every Miniſter thinks 
himſelf a Pope or Biſhop, ſhews Pride, Wiltulneſs and unbounded Jnlo- 
lence: That where there is Parity there is always Prelacy upon the mat iſ 
ter, or continual Strife and Confuſion. All this proceeds from Miſtake, iſ 
to ſay no worſe; All I ſhall ſay is, that Prelacy in the Church doth ma- 
nifeſtly aflord much more fuel for the Pride and Inſolence of aſpiring Spr 
rits whether of Biſhops, or their Inferivr Clergy, than Presbytery doth, 


where there are no Eccleſiaſtical Dignities to contend about. Ant 5 
v under 
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under Presbyterial Government there be a Parity amongſt Office-bearers of 
the ſame Order, yet each ot them is ſubjc& to the Judicatorics Inferior and 
Superior who can as effect ually by Church Cenſurc, reltrain the 1 ride and 
jnſolence of an» Nember, who would play the Pope or Eiſhop, as ever the 
Ocrdmary could do. And as Experience doth confirm this, wherever 
Pr-sbytcry is Eliablifhed in ] urity with it's beautitul Order and Subordi- 
nation; ſo Hur Author gives a Falſe aud Injurious Notion of Presbyterian 
q arity , when he repreleats it as a Mother ot Strite and Cenfuſion. And 
tho there may be abules and Corruptions in the belt things, yer resbyte- 
rians, being convinced of the Divine luſtitution of their Goverr:ment dare 
not be ſo bold as to alter any thing of their Lerd and Maſters Appoint- 
ment. They expect Chriſts Ile ſſing upon His own Ordinances, but dare 
not bring in any new Office or Ofhce- bearer, under preityce ct U nity and 
Order; leaſt they ſhould thereby be found quarrelling the Model of his 
Government, and making themſelves wiſer than God. 


Set, IV. 


Of Wr nation in Scotland, and Government of the 
Church there from the Reformation. 


UR Authors Scope in the Abbreviate he gives of the Reformation 
of theChurch of Scotland page 10 and 1 ;.15 to comme nd F relacy as the 
Government continued in this Church trom the Reformation, 


and to load the Introduction of Presbyterian Government with all the 


ey Miſchiets and Miſerics that betel the Church and Nation thereafter. © Both 
hinks which if they be dilproved, it will appear how falſe and injurious his Re- 
Inlo- preſentation is. 

mat Our Author reckoning the Church of Scetland amongſt theſe who were 
(take, convinced of the Divine Inſtitution of Dioceſan Prelacy, tells us, that 
ma- Our Reformers law it neceſſary, to have an Imparity of Paſtors in the 
8 Spi- Church, and therefore E ſtabſiſned Superintendents, Cc. Which Impari- 
doch, iy continucd here for 20 Years aſter the Reformation, till the Year 1580. 
a cho Here“ I. hull enquire 15. Into the Judgement of the Church of Scotland 
unde 


( F Concerns 
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coneerning Prelacy. 245. Into their Practice, if they eſtabliſhed Epiſco- 
acy and if Superintendents were Biſhops, 

As to the Judgement of the Church of Scetland, I deſire one Inſtance or 
Document may be produced, declaring, their being convinced of the Dj. 
vine Inſtitution of Prelacy: It is not to be found in their Confeſſions of 
Faith, Books of Diſcipline, nor in any one Act of a General Aſſembly ſince 
the Reformation: And | ſuppoſe theſe are the moſt authentick Eviden. 
ces of our Churches Judgement in this Matter. As the 1, Confeſſion 
compoſed An. 1560. hath nothing of Biſhops. So the 24. commonly 
called che Kings Confeſſion doth deteſt the wicked Hierarchy : That here. 
by Prelacy was underſtood, is evident, ſeeing at that time it was diſown. 
ed in Scotland, as himſelf acknowledges, this Conf:flion being ſubſcribed 
An. 1581. The 1/, Book of Dilcipline compiled An. 1560. allows of no 
Office without the expreſs Commandment of Gods Word; and makes in 
mention of any ordinary Officer in the Church above a Paſtor. As to 
Superintendents they were judged expedient for that time, by reaſon of 
the Paucity of Minifters and Exigency of the Church. And heir g appoint 
ed to Preach thrice at leaſt every Week, their Work confifted more in 
labouring in the Word and Doctrine, than in Ruling. But of theſe more 
afterwards. The 2d. Book of Diſcipline, which as to this Point was + 
greed upon in the General Aſſembly ſome Years before An. 1580: er- 
preſily declares againſt the Divine Inſtitution of Prelates. And o de 
Acts of the General Aſſembly they plainly manifeſt the ſypement d 
the Church of Scotland againſt Epiſcopacy. In An. 1566. The Genen 
Aſſembly do approve of and ſubſcribe the Helverren Confeſſion, which 
expreſly aſſerts the Parity of Miniſters, Data eſt autem omnibus in Eccleli 
e Miniftris una & æqualis Voteſtas ſive Functio, &c. And in Aug 
1575- © They declare, ½. the name of Biſhop is common to every 


« one that hath a particular Flock, over which he hath a peculiar Charge, 


© as well to Preach the Word, as to adminiſter the Sacraments, and to 
execute Eccleſiaſtical Diſcipline with content of his Elders, and this b 
his chief Function by the Word of God. As this ſhews their Mind % 
to the Divine Right of Prelacy, ſo what follows manifeſts the true Ns 
ture and Dcfign of the Office of Superintendents. “ Moreover out of the 


Number, ſome may be choſen to have Power to overſee and viſite ſuch ter 


« ſonable bounds, beſide his own Flock, as the General Aſſembly ſhall appoint. 


And in theſe Bounds to appoint Miniſters, with conſent of the Mmiſter x 

« of that Province, and conſent of the Flock to whom they ſhall be aypount 

s ed; and alſo to appoint Elders and Deacons in every particular > ee 
uſpend 


© tion where there is none, with conſcut of the People; and to fluſſ 
$1 iniſter 
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2 
« Miniſters for reaſonable Cauſes, with conſent of the Miniſters foreſaid. 
This is again ratified in the Aſſembly 1576. And all this betore the Al- 
ſembly An» 1580. wherein the Office 3s ſuperior to Paſtors is declared 
unlawful, as having no Warrant in the Word of God. 

The Judgement of this Church being ſufficiently diſcovered, we ſhall 
next enquire into it's Practice. And that they did not continue Prelacy, 
or eſtablih Biſhops at the Reformation will be manifeſt if we conſider 

171. That from the Reformation the higheſt Eccleſiaſtick Power, to 
which Appeals were made and by which all Cauſes were finally determi- 
ned, was not lodged in Biſhops, but in the General Aſſembly where all 
Miniſters of the Goſpel in all Matters had equal Power and Suffrage. 

14% That Pepiſh Biſhops who at the Reformation embraced the Pro» 
teſtant Religion, were allowed only the Power of ordinary Vaſtors Vea 
their Epiſcopal Jurisdiction was fo far from being owned, that Alexander 
Gordon, called Biſhop of Galloway was refuſcd the Superintendency ot 
that Province, tho? he ſoughr it, in the Aſſembly in June 1562. And 
atterward An. 1563 the Bilhops of Galloway, Caithneſs and Orkney, were 
appviated only Viliters in their reſpective Bounds for one Year, 

34%. That tho in the Infancy of our Church, ſome were appointed 
Superintendents, yet they were not Dioceſan Biſhops, nor were they ac- 
counted of a diſtin Order and Othee by Divine Inſtitution ſuperior to 
Paſte»? but only itinerant Preachers and Viſiters of the Pounds alloted 
to then And ſceing our Authors only Argument for the Eſtabliſhment 
of Prelacy in Scotland at the Reformation is drawn from Superintendents: 
I ſhail offer a few Particulars ſhewing how much they differed from Di- 
occſan Liſlic ps. 

17. Theſe Superintendents were not choſen by Chapters, nor upon 
Cong: d'Elire's, but by the Church. ; 

2dly. They were nut conſecrated {as our Author alledgeth) by Biſhops, 
as being of a ſupetior Order and Office, but admitted to the Charge and 
ſent out to their Work by Preshyters. So Cporſweed Superintendent of 
Lothian was ordained or admitted by John Knox. 

300% They acclaimed no ſole Power of Ordination, this being per- 
formed by other Paſtors as well as by them, who being only hve, were 
appointed to five of the ten Diſtricts mentioned in the firſt Book of Di- 
ſcipline, and the Commiſſioners or Viſiters who were atterwards appoint- 
ed to the remaming Provinces had the ſame Power with them. 

' ay They had no ſole Power of JuiisiQion, but on the contrary. they 
5 note heinous Crimes, tiat by the Cenſure of the Kirk they 


might: be corrected; they were ſubject not only to the General Aﬀembly, 
F 2 but 


26} 
but alſo to the Cenſure and Cenbe of the Miniſters and Elders in theft 
own b'rovince; they were not to tranſport Mmiſters without conſent of 
the Synod; and were themſelves actually cenſured in the Aﬀembly 1562, 
and all the ſucceeding Aflembiys: 80 tar were they from having a Ne. 
gative upon the judicatories. 

5. They had no conſtant Preſidency in the Aſſemblies of the 
Church, others (and not they always) being by Suffrage choſen My. 
derators. 

Gly. They were not ſubordinate to any Arch- Superintendent or Me. 
tropolitane, they pe ſſeſſed not the Biſhopriecks and wordly Dignitics, 
nor were allowed Civil Places and Lordly Titles. 

71%. As their Power and Work was temporary, being the ſame 
with Viſiters cr Commitſioners of Provinces, fo it was taken away, 
when the number of Miniſters encreaſing, the Churches were planted 


and Presbyterics erected. 


All theſe things being evident from the 1#. Book of Diſcipline and 
Records of theſe Times, it appears how little ground there is to plead 
ter the Etltabliſhment ot Prelacy at the Reformation in Scetiand. This 
Poiut concerning, Superintendents hath been fully eiſcuſled by the indu- 
ſtrious Jameſon in lis Nanzranzem querela Part 1ff. Set. 9. But our 
Epiſcopalians tho? they do not anſwer the Arguments expoſing their quib- 
ling Sophiſtry, yet think ir ſtill fit to repone their Concluſion . 

Thus we lee the Church of Scotland did not own a Divine tion 
of Eiſhops, but bear Teſtimony againſt them from the Reformation till 
An. 1580. from which unto the the Year 1610, our Author grants 
that Parity was ſettled here. That Biſhops were ſet up in 1610, he ac- 
knowledges, was in complyance with the King's Deſire. But for 28 
Years thereafter, the Miniſters and others, did witneſs againſt this ſtep of 
Defection. and the whole Nation groaned and ſuffered ſo much under the 
grievous Yoke of theſe Prelats, that a free National Aſſembly _ 
obtained An. 1638. the whole State of Biſhops was exautorated, an 
Precbyterian Government re- eſtabliſhed, as claiming both a Divine In- 
ſticution and a Reformation Right in this Church. Which continued 
till the re introduction of Frelacy An. 1661, Under the Domination 
of this i'relacy tie Church ſuffered a heavier Bondage, than formerly, for the 
ſpace of another 28 Years: The laſt Edition of Epiſcopacy in Scotland be- 
ing ſtill worſe than the former. But at the late Happy Revoluiion, the Yoke 
was again removed, and in a free Convention of Ettates, Prelacy was fouid an 
unſupportable Grievance. Our Author is not of their opinion, but on 2 


trary, dates the begwaing of all our Confufions from" the Serulement of Parnypn in. 
Church, This 
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This is ſuch a groundleſs apa that with the ſame meaſure of 
Truth, he might have loaded our firſt Reformation with the like Re- 
proach. The true Source of our Troubles and Confuſions, with the fa- 
tal Miſchieſs that followed thereupon, were the Encroachments made u- 
pon the Liberties of the Church and Nation; and particularly the At- 
tempts of ſome, who far ſeltiſn and Secular Ends, end avoured the en- 
ſuring the Church under the unſupportable burden of Dioceſan Frelacy. 
This is clear from the Record of theſe Times. And it hath been made 
aboundantly maniſcſt by the Caſe of Conformaty, tha Hitlory of Petrie and 
ulder wood, and even by Spetſwood himſelf, tho? for his own Intereſt he 
thought fitr to conceal much of the Truth. And all this is much con- 
red by Dr. Bu net preſent Bilhop of Sarum, who as he had the authen- 
tick Documents of his Relation, ſo his Teftimony cannot be ſuſpected of 
Partiality in favours of Presbytcrians. In his Memoirs of the Dukes of 
Hamuton Lib. 2. He (ſhows that the Reformation in Scotland ws pop ulare 
and the |'reachers chief Actors in it; that the Gov-rnment then eſtabliſhed 
cominued durmg King ame his Minority: And tho' thereafter he ſtu- 
dicd all Means to get FEpilſcopazy introduced into Scotland, yet his At- 
tempts were inc fflectual, till he was ſettled on the Throne of Eng lanc. 
That Epiſcopacy was nat without oppe ſition ratified in Parliament 4s, 
1612, and that King James did all this out of Volicy, That the Biſhops 
thew(clves were the Cauſe of all our Treubles, by giving ground ro the 
— againſt them, as Favourers of Popery and Armutaniſm, 
Encouraget$ of the Breach of Sabb.th, and Zelots for the Liturgy and 
Ceremonies: By offending the Nobiliry through their aſpiring Ambiti- 
on and cnoguring thenſelves into Civil Flaces of Truſt and Power: And 
that the Miniſters had Prejudices againſt them on the account of their un- 
ſupportable Pride, Simoniacal- actions, Impolmg a new Oath on Intrants 
Dayly-Inrods on their ſurisdiction, Rigour agamit them that favoured of 
Putariſm, Medling in Civil Affairs, Kelinquiſhing their Dioceſes to wait 
on the Court, and their Adviſing King Charles to introduce innovati- 
ons by his own Authority, From all which, where the true Cauſe of 
our -Contulions is to be found, and the Blame of our Troubles lodged, 1 
leave it tothe World to judge: And whether our Author who dartesth- begin- 
ning, of our Contuſions from the Settlement ot Fresbytry, or the Eftates of 
the Kingdom be molt to be regarded, who lay the Blame upon Prelacy. 
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/ Sen V. 


Of the Caſe of the Epiſcopol Clergy, and Re-Eftabliſ. 


ment of Preshyterial Government at the late Revolution, 


UR Author comes now more cloſiy to the Caſe of the Epiſcopal 
Clergy page 11, 12, 13. Telling us that at the laſt great 


Revolution, ſome of them were rabbled, athzrs turned out for 
not giving Obedience to ſome Laws then enacted, which they could not 
do with a good Conſcience, and all the reſt ſtript of the one half cf 
their Eccleſiaſtick Power, and ſubjected to a Church-Gevernment that 
was never before heard of, a kind of Inparity without a Parallel. For 
the more full underſtanding of the Caſe of t 


be htt to conſider their former Conſtitution and how Prelacy was brought 
in upon this Church, 


We have already evinced that Presbyterial Government was eſtabliſhed 
in Scotland from the Reformation, notwithſtanding of what wc 
concerning, Superintendents, that tho' Biſhops were brougit in m An. 
1610. Yet ſo ſoon as this Church obtained a free National Aſſembh, 
they were exauctorated 1» An. 1638. and Presbytry reſtored which conti- 
nued till the ſecond Introduction of Prelacy in An. 1662. 

It is obſervable that Epiſcopacy in Scetiand hath always been Eraſtian, 
being firſt and laſt founded upon the Enlargement of the Prerogative ard 
the aſſumed Eccleſiaſtick Supremacy. About three Years after King /me! 
G#b. his Acceſſion to the Throne of England, the Parliament of Scetlat 
in their firſt Act An. 1606. aſſert his Majeſties Royal Prerogative, de- 
claring that it ſhould not be diminiſhed but rather augmented ſo far 5 
poſſibſy they can. Hereupon follows the ;ſecond Act, anent the Reſt 
tution of the Eſtate of Biſhops, wherein the King is acknowledged 80. 
veraign Monarch, Abſolute Prince, Judge and Gevernour, over all Per- 
ſons, Eſtates and Cauſes both Spiritual and "Temporal. This did chitt- 
ly reſpc& the Temporal State of Biſhops, for it“ was not yet derqhmined 
what ſhould be the Authority and Power of Arch-Bithops and Biffops in 
the Policy and Diſcipline of the Kirk, this being remitted to hÞ Mae. 


ſ'y 


ks Epiſcopal Clergy, it wil 
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ty to conſult and agree with the £9, Aſſembly abeut it. And their 
Special Jurisdiction was not ratified in Parliament till en. 1612. Pur 
theſe were only ſmall Beginnings, the next Edition of Prelacy after the 
Reſtoration of King Charles 24. was purely Eraſtian, and founded upon 
the Prerogative and Supremacy ſcrewed up to the height. And ſeeing a 
true account of this may conduce to clear the Cale of the Epiſcopal 
Clergy and Eeabliſhment of Presbyterial Government, we ball conſider 
ſome ſeveral Steps of the Conſtitution of this laſt Prelacy in Scotland, 

The Parliament that met in the- beginning of the Year 1661, made ma- 
ny Ads aſſerting the Prerogative, and framed an Oath of Allzgiance 
and Supremacy with an acknowledgement of the Prerogative to be ſworuc 


'0 

Ku and (ubſcribed by all in publick Truſt and all others whom the Council thould 
: require thereto: And in Act 15; called the Act reſciſſory, having taken 
not away the Legal Security of Presbytery, by the following Act 16. the 
; ſettling of the Government of the Church is left to his Majeſty, who in the 
that mean time doth allow the preſent Adminiſtration by Seſſions. Presbytrys 


and Synods. But this temporary Allowance did not laſt long. © There was 
© 2 Proclamation dated at 1/huebal September 6. 166:, declaring his Maje- 
« lies Pleaſure that Prelacy be reſtored and that the foreſaid Allowance 
« wy; expired, This was intimated in a Proclamation by the Council a. 
nur} 9. 1652, diſcharging all Synods Presbytrics and Seſſions, until they 
hu authoriſed and ordered by the Arch-Biltops and Biſhops. And 
in perſaaRge thereof the Synads were bate up at their next Meetings by 
N ble-Mecn and others ſent to that Effect.. : 

The Parliament in the Second Seſſion that enſued in A 1662, by 
their Firſt Act did ratify all Acts and Froclamations emitted by his 
Majeſty for the Reftitution of Biſhops, re-eſtab!iſh the Government 
of the Church by Arch Biſhops and Biſhops. By this Act the 
lite Prelatick Conftitution ſeems in ſome relpc& more Antichriſtian 
than the 'Papacy it ſelf; the Pope owns himſelf to be Chriſts Vicar, and 
pretends to derive his power from Chriſt as Supream: Put by tris Act with-, 
but any mention of the Mediator Jeſus Chrift, or Dependence on Him as 
Head of the Church, the Church-power is taken from the Church and 
lodged in the King, and that as an Inherent Right of the Crown, and what is 
an inherent Right of the Crown as I conceive) 15 not derived from Chriſt 25 
M-diator, but bclongs to the Crown tho? it were upon theHead cf a Pagan. 
r 1. By the Narrative of the Act the |relatick Cer ſlnuticn is made 
dephndent on and derived from the Supremacy, fer it is laid: “ Foral. 
mq has the ordering and Diſpoſal of the externa] Government and Foli— 


* cy Þf the Church doth properly belong to his Majeſty as an inherent 
G 2 *Ripl.x 


0 

Right of the Crown, by vertue oo his Royal Prerogative and Suprema. 
cy in Cauſes Ecclefiaſiick. By this Conſtitution the Government 254 
Policy of the Church is neither allowed to Jeſus Chriſt, nor His Office. 
bearers, but belongs to the King. | 

2dly. By Vertue of this Supremacy, © Biſhops are reſtored to thei; 
Epiſcopal Function, Prefidence in the Church, Power of Ordination, In. 
© fliting of Cenſures and all other Acts of Church Diſcipline, unh Ag. 
vice and Aſſiſtance of ſuch of the Clergy (who therefore have no ded. 


' five Vote or Power of Jurisdiction) „ as they ſhall find to be of knows 


„Loyalty and Prudence. And by Vertue of the ſame Power might no 
the King have ſettled Presbytery or independency as well as Prelacy, if 
he had judged it meet ? 

z4dly. It is declared © That whatever ſhall be determined by his Mz. 
© jeſty with Advice of the Arch-Biſhops and Biſhops and ſuch of the 
© Clergy as ſhall be nominated by huis Majeſty in the external Governmey: 
© and Policy of the Church, (hall be valid and effedtual. Here! 
ſuppoſe the ſole Power of making Eccleſiaſtick Canons, concerning Litur. 
gies, Set-Forms and Acts of Diſcipline is aſcribed to the King and be ki. 
{hops and Clergy only allowed ro give Advice, And how far this er. 
croached upon the intrioſick Power of the Church will further appear 
from what follows. 

4tly. This Act „ reicinds all Acts of Parliament by which.the Sole 
© and only Power and juriediction within this Church, doth {fra m the 
Church, and in the General, Provincial and I rcsbyterial ARemblics and 
Kirk Seſſions; and all Acts of Parliament or Council, which may be in. 
« texpreted to have given any Church-1 ower, Jurisdiction or Government 
to the Office- bcarers of the Church, their reſpectwe Meetings, other 
than that which acknowledges a Dependence upon, and Subordination unto 
the foreraign Power of the King as Supream; and which is to be regu- 
« Jated and authoriſed, in the Exerciſe thereof by the Arc-Bifhops and 
© Biſhops who are to put order to all Ecclefiaſtical Matters and Cavlcs, 
and to be accountable to His Majeſty for their Adminiſtrations. Heel 
obſerve 1#, That under this Prelatick Eſtabliſhment. the Church ang ju- 
dicatories thereot, were ſtript of allChurch-iower. 2h. AllChurch- PowerJuri- 
diction and Government was lodged in the King as Head and Fountain. 3d, 
The Exerciſe of this Power is by the King committed to the Arch- 
Biſhops and Biſhops, and no fhare of it given to I resbyters. 4% The 
Bilkops in the Exerciſe of this Power being the King Comm iſſiorts, it 
was but reaſonable they ſhould be accountable to him for their mini- 
ſtrat ions. 


As 


(31) 

As the Eccleſiaſtick Supremacy was put forth in eſtabliſhing this Frafj. 
an Þrelacy, ſo it was further excrted in Erecting the High Commiſſion- 
Court for ex-cuting the ſevere Penal-Laws made again(t Presbyterian 
Diſſenters, This Court conſiſted of ſome Biſhops Noble-Men and others 
commiſſionated and empowered, by vertue of his Majeſties Prerogative 
Royal and Supremacy, not only to Fine and Impriſon Delinquents, but alſo 
to Suſpend, Deprive, and Excommunicate. Here the Power of Church- 
Cenſure is committed not only to Biſhops, but to others that were no 
Office-bearers in the Church; ſo abſolute was the Supremacy that it 
could inveſt not only Biſhops, but Statſe-Men and Souldicrs with a ſpecial 
jurisdiction, and Church- Power, the they had no Office in the Church. 

The Complexion of the late Prelacy is further conſpicuous An. 166 3 in the 
Conſtitution of it's National Synod. Act 5. Seff, 3. Parl. 1. King Charles 
2d, « Where 17, His Majeſty by vertue of his Supream Authority in 
©CauſesEcclefirſtick, Appoints,thatthe National-Synod, for the Lawful Mem- 
bers thereof, hall coniit of the Arch-Bithops, and Biſhops Deans and Arch- 
© Deacons, Moderators of the Meetings for Exerciſe allowed by the Bi. 
« ſhop and one Fresbyter of each Meeting, choſen by the Moderator, 
© one or two from the Univerſity of St. Andrews and one from each of 
the other Collecer, 

249, The Synod thus conſtitute is to Treat and Determine only u- 
pon 4jous Matters Cauſes and Things concerning Doctriae, Wor- 
ſhic, DilciÞWne and Government as his Majeſty hall cffer unto them. 

% both the Arch-Þiſhop of St. -«+nearews, I refident, and the King or 
2 Commiiſioner who is always to be preſent, have a Negative upon all 
the Conſultations and Concluſions of this Synod. 470. That no Ack, 
Canon, Order or Ordinance be of Force in Law to be obſerved and 
kept, but what is thus concluded in this Natienal-Synod. 

lo An. 1669. Parl. 2. Act 1. This Eccleſiaſtick Supremacy is yet 
more fully aſſerted, particularly, that his Majeſty, and his Succcflors may 
Enact and Emit ſuch Conſtitutions, Acts and Orders concerning all 
Eccleſiaſtical Meetings aud Matters to be prepoſed and determined there» 
in, as they in their Royal Wiſdom ſhall think fitt. 

As to this Prelatick· Eſtabliſhment it may be obſerved 1. That it never 
had the Conſent of the Church of Scotland being neither ſettled nor approven 
by any Eccleſiaſtick. Deed in a National- Sy nod. 24 iy. Seeing the National- Synod, 
er limited and ſecured to their Mind, was never called to meet: Our late 
was indeed without a a Parallel, being a kind of a Conſtitution of 

ch, without a Confeſſion of Faith, without a Liturgy or Set- 


Forms, (tho much pleaded for by * preſent Epiſcopalians) and without 
any 
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any Acts or Orders for the Adminiſtration of Ordinances; Diſcipline au! 
Government: Yea and without Power to determine any thing ac; 
them, the Enacting and Emitting of Orders and Canons concctnine 
theſe Matters being ſtill reſerved to the Royal Wildoin, 34% By we, 
Bath been faid of this Eraftian-Prelacy it is evident that the Kings Pow: 
was not mecily External, but Intrinſick and Special, not only cc NL 
ca hut in Scr. For firſt all Power and Jurzdietion was taken fro-; 
Chrilt and H's Church and lodged in the King as Supream Head and 
Fountain. 24:;., He had the Sole Diſpotal of the External Govern. 
ment of the Church and might ler up what Form aud Model he plcaſed, 
Ec had the Nomination and Calling of Church Aiſemblies, qty, 
He had the Power of Inflicting Church-Cenſurcs, as Suſpenſion, De. 
privation and Excommunication; For what he did by his Commilj;,, 


ners he might do by himſelf. 5% He had the Power of waking 


Church Canons, and ordering Matters concerning, Doctrine, Woilhi; 
Diſcipline and Government. 

All theſe invaſions upon the Prerogative of Jeſus Chriſt, and the Li. 
berties and Priviledges of His Houſe and Church, were owned and a. 
ſerted by the Biſhops, and their Clergy in their complying with and 
embracing this Eratliun and Prelatich Confluutnon, The Eiſhops alſo gare 
explicite Conſent to it by their Suffrage in Parliament. And ſome ct 
them did particularly aſlert it, as Members of the High Cogygyſſion. 
Court; in accepting and exrcuting a Power given to the ch others 
meer Lay-Men to Suſpend, Deprive and Excommunicate: And as to th? 
Curats or Inferior Clergy, whatever Power they had, tho' it was im. 
mediatly frem the Biſhops, yct it was mediatly from the King, to whom 
the Biſhops were accountable in all their Adminiftrations. They were 
obliged before they received a Preſentation jto {wear the Allegiance 
which contained the Supremacy, according to Charles 2d. Parl. 1. Sl 
1. Act. 36. And their Canonical Oath did plainly import an owning 
and aſſerting the lawfulneſs of that Conſtitution whereunto they {wore 
Obcdience. 

The Biſhops and their Clergy having thus owned and aſſerted the 72 
ramount Power of the Eccleſiaſtick Supremacy, if they could ſtill man- 
tain the external Government of the Church by Biſhops to be a Divine 
Ingituti-n and not ambulatory: And if they after all this, aſſigned no 
Power to the Civil Magiſtrate in the external Government Ff the 
Church, beyond what hath been owned by all the farreign Prgfeſtant 
Churches (as our Author expreſſeth it page 21) J leave it to (Ngwpat- 


tial to judge, * 
| e 


The Presbyterians who lookt upon their Conſtitution to be founded 
on the Word of God, and priviledged with a Reformation Right in 
i Church and Nation, chuſed rather to ſufter the cstmoſt Exttemi. 
es than to comply with this new Model of Freun Frelacy. Th cre 
eig k:reqron ciſue a lamentable Diviſion in this Church; But the 
Pc of the Sc-uſm could not be charged upon the Presbyterians whu 
111d their Principles, adhered to their former Conliitutions and main- 
ach t eir Ground till they were violently bate from it and turned 
out, but it was juſily chargeable upon the Eithop- and their Clergy 
wo departing from their Brethren and the Princy les e had former. 
'y oincd, did baſely comply with the Uſurpatiens made upon the Royal 
er gative of their Lord and Matter Jetus Chriſt and betrayed thc 
Fits ard Libertivs of His Church, and fo actually changed the Tenure 

handling of their Miniſtryz and came under a new Head. 

alter this Church had been for many years ſtript of the Power and Privi- 
lets granted to it by ſeſus Chuiltz it pleaſed God of his Infinite Mercy to 
e np the late King Vm of blfled Memory, ic undertake a glorious 
Exncdition for delivering theſe Nations from Popery andS/avery hereby being, 
treed of the Yoke and reſſurcs it had long groaned under. the Pr sby terians took 
up their former Ground , recovered their Rights and Privileges and entred 
unto the Exerciſe of Presbhytenal Government upon its former ſcoting: it 
Nun, gever been Ecclefiatiically repealed And having alſo applyed Autho- 
rity tor OF1vil-Sanction, they got Prelacy aboliſh<d, And the Uſurpatiens 
ot the Supremacy reſcinded, and by that happy Revolutien they obtained 
ae a legal Eſtabliſhment of the Confeſſion ct faith and Presbterial Government 
whercof this Church hath now had the peaccable H oſſeſſion theſe 14 years bypaſi. 

Our Author is very diſpleaſed with this Ceuftitution and calleth it a 
ind of imparity without a Parallel and deliructive to the, very. Principles 
of Ire-bytry, But with what Reaſon? Have they any Church-Officers 
vu: theſe of Divine Inſtitution? Do they own any Office above that of a 
Vattor? Have they not the ſame Eccleſiaſtick-Courts, Kirk. Seſſions, 
Vrezby tries, Synods and General Aſſemblies as formerly? Have they not 
at fame Doctrine, Worthip, Dilcipline and Government that was pro- 
tl:d and practiſed in this Church, before che late Prelacy was ſet, up ? 
Where then is the menftrous Imparity ? Where is there any thing de- 
fractive to Presbyterial Principles? | 

Nit ſayeth he) the Presbyterians got the Exerciſe of the whole Ec- 
© detÞſtick lower of the Kirk of this Nation {crtled mito the hands of 
* abo8#Fo ſurviving Presbyterian Miniſters, together wit ſuch as"they 
had Iſlumed or ſhould aſſume into the Government with them; And: 
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do got all the reſt of the Miniſters ot the Nation ſtript of the one half 


*Oof their Miniſterial Function, and abſolutly ſubjected to their Power 


and Authority, and this was a kind of 'mparity never before heard of, 


© and deſtructive of the very Principles of Fre, bytry. Before I come to 


2 more particular Conſideration of what is here advanced, I ſhall offer 


ſome thmgs in General for vindicating the Legal Eſtabliſhment of Preſ. 
byterial Government. 

1H. This grievous Complaint charged upon the Presbyterians, is plainly 
directed againſt the King and Parliament, for eſtabliſhing Presbyterial 
Government in the hands ef Presbyterians, excluding the Ey iccopal 
Clergy that would not joyn with them in the Exerciſe thereof. 

2dly, This is no unparalleled Caſe! At our Reformation from Popery, was 
not the whole Eccleſiaſtick Power of the Kirk of this Nation ſettled in 


the hands ofa few Reformers and ſuch as they ſhould aſſume and the whole 
Popiſh-Clergy excluded from a ſhare in the Government of the Church, ex. 


eept ſuch as came over fo them and joyned. in the Work of Refor:nation? 

dly. I have heard of a far more monſtrous Impatity, deſtructive of 
all Church Principles. and this was in the Conſtitution of Tielacy in 
the Year 1662, whereby the whole ccleſiaſtick Power of the Kirk of 
this Nation was ſettled in the fingle perſon of the King as a part of his 
Prerogative: And exerciſed by 14 Miniſters whom he had advanced 2. 
bove their Brethren: All rhe reſt of the Miniſters of the N, 
abſelutly ſubjected to their Power and Authority; And ndWonly thele 
who refuſed to conform were turned out: But even theſe who comlpy- 
ed were ſtript, of the one half of their Paſtoral Power the Sole Power of 
Ordination and Jarisdiion being appropriated to theſe 14. 

I have heard alſo of an Impurity which | beleive can hardlie be paralleled 
in 1600 years after the plantation pt Chriftianity, and that was when 5 or 6 
Biſhops with ſome others who were neitiier Miniſters nor Elders got the 
Exerciſe of the Eccleſiaſtick- Power of this Kirk ſctled in their Hands and not 
only all the Miniſters, but the whole pcople of this Nation ſubjected to 
their power and were authorited not only to luflict Civil-punifhments but 
Chureh-Cenſures even to the higheſt of Excommunication: And all by ver- 
tue of a Commiſſion from the royal Prerogstwe & Supremacy. And with 
what ſeverity theſe Powers did L. ord it over Presbyterians is ſo notour that 
they muſt have a large Stock of Confidence who now publiſh to the world 
that none were Perſecuted for being Presbyterins . 

gfly. It is theDutyof theCivil-Powers to grant aLegal-Eftabliſhm 
Form of Church-Government which is moſt conſonant to theDivine 
tion: And ſeing prelacy is not found in Scripture, and presbyr 


were 


o that 
ſtituti- 
ath the 
Divine 


Divine Warrant as we cleared WE... was no Impeachment cf the Juſtice 
and Equity of this Nation that our parlament eflablithed presbyterial Govern- 
ment when they judged it agreeable to the Word of God. The Eſtates of this 
Kingdom, who were Zealous for redreſſing Grievances and ſecuring 
Rights and Liberties, could not be juſtly blamed, in declaring Prelacy 
in inſpportabie Grievance, when they found the Church in this Nation 
kad been thereby oppreſſed in her juft Rights and Liberties whieh were 
eſtabliſhed and ſecured by former Conſtitutions both Eccleſiaſtick and Civil. 
And when the Parliament had aboliſhed Prelacy and Ereftiani/m and de- 
ligned the Eſtabliſhment of Presbyterial Goverment in Oppſition to 
them buth, would it have been confiſtent with the Wiſdom of the 
Nation to have put the manadgement of it in the hand of the Prelatick 
Clergy? Was it not more ſuitable that the Exercile of Presbyterial 
Goverment ſhould be in the hands of Presbyterians, and rhat therem 
they ſhould not be overpowered with men forced in upon them who 
had been the declared Enemies of that Conſtitution? Yet they left an 
open door for theſe of the Epiſcopal Clergy to be aſſumed. who 
lhould own the Civik goverment and ſubmit to the Ecclefaftick 
Eſtabliſhment , | 

gtly. When the Caſe of the Epiſcopal Clergy is confdered it 
will be no wonder that Presbytcrians deſired the Exerciſe of their Govern- 
meut o be eſtabliſhed, might not be lodged in the hands of their Rivals. 

rg 
an 


The erians did not ſeek to have all the Epiſcopal Miniſters turu- 
ed out the greateft part of the Nation left deſolate, till they ſhould 
be able te ſupply it, But they thought it was not Equitable that the 
Epiſcopal-Clergy ſhould be entruſted with the Exerciſe of Presbyterial 
Governinent, unleſs they would ſubmitt to it upon reaſonable Terms, in 
which Caſe there was ſtill an open Door for them to be aſſumed, and u- 

pon their orderly Application many of them were aſſumed, 
come now to conſider more particularly what he objects againſt the 
preſent Eſtabliſhment as a new Inſtitution, that had never a Precedent. 
He ſays © the whole Eccleſiaſtick- power was ſettled into the hands of 
about 50 ſurviving Presbyterian Miniſters, with theſe they bad aſſu- 
* med or ſhould aſſume, Anſw. 17. This ſeems deſigned to hold forth 
the {mall and contemptible number ef Presbyterian Miniſters at the late 
happy Revelution: But had not great pains been taken for a long Tract 
of Yeſts to diminiſh their number, by Impriſonivg, Baniſbing and Exe» 
cutinfs upon Scaffolds, with a Defign to root them whelly out? So that 
it wat the Good Providence of God that ſo many of them were pre- 
lerred live. 24%. Yet they were moe than he repreſents, being about 
” I — 


6 

a 100 ſurviving old Miniſters, — they had received many unto Miniſte. 
rial Communion with themſelves, and even ſome that had come off to 
them from Prelacy before the re-eſtablifhment of Presbytry: 50 that 
in An. 1690 the very firſt General-Aſſembly which is conſtitute of Con 
miſſioncis from Presbytries, conſiſted of a 116 Miniſters and gy Bali 
Elders. | 

za Presbytry having the Benchte of a Primitive and Prior L.9a. 
bliſhment, which was never Ecclcliaftically repealed; the IExc:ci'e of the 
Government when rettored was ſettled in the hands of thele, wi Lad 
been molt faithful to it, luffered for it, and re-entred upon the tuo ct 
the former National. Conſt itution. Nor could it in reaion be {cited in the 
hands of the Epiſcopal-Clergy, who had made ſuch dreadful Detection 
from it unto an Eraſiran-Prelacy, unleſs they returned to their former hold, 
ing. 
' He addeth, „that the Presbyterians got all the reſt of the Mining if 
© the Nation ſtript of the one half of their Miniſterial Function. The 
ground of this Grievance 15, becauſe by the Legal-FRabliſhment of the | res. 
byterial Governmeut in une, 1696, The Exerciſe of it Wes net {it 
in the Hands of the Epilcopal-Clergy . But beſides what hath been 
already ſaid, it is to be noticed, 11. That the Presbyterian Minilters 
cannot be charg d with ſiripying all the rc{t of the Miniſters ot the Na- 
tion of the half of their Paſtoral- power, nor the * ne 
ſettling the Government in their hands, fecing many ct the Nvcre ow 
of their Charges before the re-eſtabliſhing of Presbytry. For tome had 
deſerted their Charges without any Violence offered to them by Presay- 
terians, others in ſome places of the I/ett-ra- Shies were turned out by the 
people before the lettling of the Civil-Governiment; the people not 
owning them for their lan ful Paſtors, but looking on them as Intruders 
and the Inſtruments of all the Scverities and Sufferings they had met 
with, did embrace the opportuni'y of the Inter Kegnny: to rid themſclves 
of them. Againſt which way of Rabling our Author complains that 
Presbyterian Miniſters did never remonſtrate. But very groundleſly, ſce- 
ing as Presbyzeriin Miniſters did not juſtity theſe Methods, ſo they did 
diiprove and remonſtrate againſt them in Books publiſhed about that time 
for vindication of this Church And what Redreſs could!resbyterianMinil'cis 
give but by aſſiuing ſuch of them as applycd to them, that they Wight 
be more uſetully employed in other places. Another great part (as im- 
ſelf acknowledges were turned out by the Civil- Authority. This ppe- 
ned in the Year i639, When about 200, where deprived by the Pom- 
mitee of Eſtates and Privy Council tor their Diſloyalty, but it _ 
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7. 
be fairty [aid that the Presbyterians got all theſe ſtript of theirPaſtovralFunGtion hy 
tue ſettlement of theEcclefiafiick-power in their Hands,ſfecingPresbyterian Go- 
reinment was not Legally Eſtabliſned till the following Vear 1690. And while 
they would not ſo muc': ray for King ajðÆ Qu cn A.>3,nor own theGe- 
vern;nen” Civil or Eccleſiaſtick, was it Injuftice in the Parliament that 
(hey were not entrulted with the Government of rhe Church, or in 
Preghytertan Miniſters that they were not afſamed? Wherefore Our Au- 
har ſpeaks widly when he ſays, Aud to got all the reſt of the Minilters 
»* the Nation ſtript e.. 

da. This therefore can only be pretended as to theſe Epiſcopal Mini- 
tc; who were in Pull:fion t Churches w (An. 1650, And as to tlieſe 
unk what halt of their Miniſterial Function were they {!ript of? In 
heir own Pariſhes they exerciſed the Power of the Word and Sacraments, 
md it cney pleaſe might exerciſe more of the Tower of Larochial-Diſci- 
ne, than ever they were allowed under I'rclacy; Was it the Power of 
0:4mitivn and jurisdi ion? This belonged only to the Eiſhops and Pa- 
tors of Flocks cannot be properly ſtript of whit they never poſſeſſed: 
T!:i; :3 plain from the at of Pal. 1662. reſtoring Bifhops And 
45 pnvcly afferted and maintained by a Clergl-Man in a pamphlet 
nitaled, Some Remakes wpon the Arſwer to the Scots-presbytcrana Elo. 
qy2nce, page 11. The Contitution ct our Epiſcopacy is ſuch, that 
de Bipp is inveſted with tte ſole Fower of Ordination and furisdi- 
Aion wilden his own particluar Diſtrict there is no Act of Diſcipline 
apt in Exceution by the iulerior Clergy. but by the Allowance aud 
Approbation of ther Dioceſan. Our Auther will objeck. page 13. 
he Exerciſe of the Eecleſtiſtick Tower did reſide both in the Piſhops 
"reehyrers together and they met in presbytrics and Synods, and joy ned 


ind Pr 


'1 ene Exerciſe of Church | Þiſcizline Luft if the Sole Pow er did 
elide in the Biſhops, what power of Diſcipline and Goverment 
wis left to Pesbyteries? And the phanpilet I cited already ſhews 
\ 12, That thele Judicatortes were na Eucroachment upon the 
Tit gpal-bower fince they were only for Advice, and io cntirely de- 
d on the Bilhops Authority, that without his Counſcar, no Act of 


ty * 
140 
' Uictrs could be valid. 
Our Autor objects further page 13 * that the want of Piſttops dotle 
ot Gmrive Paſtors of this Eccichatiick-power , which full reſiccs in 
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under the late Treiacy, were peel of this Power of Diſcipline and 
Government he now plcads for, it ſcems plain from our Authors. Loſiti. 
tion, that then they were not Paſtors. And if under their own Couſti. 
tution they were not Paſtors, the Eſtabliſhment of Presbyterial Govern. 
ment could ſirip them of no part of the Faſtoral-power. 

He argues next © Upon the Suppoſition of Presbyterians themſelves 
£ and laying aſide the Epiſcopal Principles (and I think he had forgotten 
them in what he advanced before) it being a fundamental Principle of 
© Presbytry, that there is no ſuperior Office above that of the ordinary 
© Paſtor. The Preshyterian Miniſters could not in Conſcience exerciſe 
« Authority over their Brethren, where they are not allowed to have a- 
* ny Vote either by themſelves or their Delegates - This is contrary to 
Natural Equity and the Eſſential Power that belongs to them as Paſtors, 
 Anſw. If. There is in the Church the Power of adminiſtring the 
Word and Secraments; and the power of Diſcipline and Government. 
The Presbyterians and Epiſcepalians did agree in the former: But they 
eliffercd as to the way and manner of exercifug the later. Now when 
Presbyterial Government was eſtabliſned, the Epiſcopal Clergy might be 
allowed to exerciſe their Miniſtry in theſe things wherein they did agrec; 
tho? they were not allowed a Share in the Government of this National 
Church, unleſs they would joyn with Presbyterians and exerciſe that 
power in the Presbyterial way. 24. The Presbyterians 9 indeec 
maintain the Power of the Keys of Doctrine and Diſciplingffo be infe- 
perable in the Vaſtoral Office. But if the Epiſcopal Clergy had been 
truly Zealous for the Rights and Priviledges of their Miniſtry, why 
did they not cordially and kindly ceme over to the Presbyterians, where 
they might have had the Exerciſe of that Eſſential Power of Paftors 
which was denycd them under the Uſurpation of Biſhops? 3dly, Why 
did they not from Presbytries ſend their Delegates to the firſt Genera] 
Aſſembly after the Eſtabliſhing of Presbytry, to Vote in their Name; 
Why do they complain, when it was long of themſelves that this was not 
done, and when that Aſſembly never refuſed their Affumption on realo- 
nable Terms? And tho' they had betrayed the Liberties of the Church, 
in ſubjecting to an Eraſian Toke, yet that Aſſembly opened a door to 
their Reception, „ in declaring they would depoſe none of them ſimply 
© for their judgemeut cencerning Church-Government, nor yet unge Re- 
ordination upon them, And for a Teſt of their Orthodoxy they Fequire 
that at the Reception of any into Communion in Church Govepoment, 


they ſubſcribe the Confeſſion of Faith ratified by Law. 
[ They 
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They declare allo © That none of them fliall be remoycd from 
their places, but ſuch as are either Inſufficient, Scandalous, Erroneous 
« or Supincly Negligent. And in the Iuſtuctions to their Comidi- 
« oners appointed for Vilitation, they declared that their power ſhall 
« reach Paesbytcrians as well as others; So that the Church Cenſure 
« was not to be diawn againſt any thing, but what was cenſurable 
«in Presbyterians themſely:s as well as in the Epiſcopal Incumbents 
Tt. ink in all this they ſhewed their moderation, ſo far were they from 
Severity in Lordisg it over their Brethren, as our Auther is pleaſed to 
expreſs it. In the poſtſcript to the ſecond edition of the Cafe p- 32 
He lays ther w/wpriong authority over their brethren u the Lordmg it 
ever them, and th they are flate-prelats, But J ſhould be glad to learn of 
lun, why the paſtors of a Nation ought not to be ſubject to the 
Authority of a National Synod: and why they may not put forth 
the power given them of Chriſt to purge out Scandalous Miniſters, 
without being guilty of Uſurpation. And that he ſhould call presby te- 
rians State prelats (a crime their Biſhops were ſo palpably guilty of) 
ſeems pretty odd: Seeing it is notour, that the Presbyterians always contended 
ſor tze Libertics of the Church, Suftered for their Oppoſition to the 
Ecclefiafiick Supremacy and got it aboliſhed before the Legal eſtabliſhment 
of their governmet, and do {till derive all Church power from Jelus Chriſt 
the head and Spream Ruler of the houſe of God. And why: doth he com- 
plain that᷑ w has brethren were not allowed a vote in the presbyterian Aſ- 
ſemblies? Seeing in the poſtcript p: 30. He is fo far fom juſtifying theſe 
who applycd for it, that as to the Budy of the Epilcopal Clergy , he asks, 
where u ther any Evidence that theſe were de(irous to be aſſumed into a rare with 
tem wherfor 1 couclude if the want of the Exerciſe of this Eſſential power 
of Paſtors ( which they never enjoyed under Prelacy) be any grievance 
now to the Epiſcopal Clergy they are to be blamed themſelves who 
were not deſirous of it. 

This | have conſidered what appeared to me, to have any ſhew of 


argument concerning the grievances of the Ex iſcopal Clergy Aud if the 


late parliament hath done any wrong in eſtabliſhing Presbytry, or if 
there was juſt ground for ſo warm an exhortation to the preſent parli: 
as that of our Authors, to retrieve the honour of the juſtice and 
equity 1 the Nation, | leave it to the judgement of the Sober and 
unbyaſſed, 

hs to the Similitudes he uſcth for illuſtration, they might be eaſily 
retortedelittle to the advantage of his cauſe. Put in treating of the 
pretended Grievances of the . our Author uſeth ſuch 


an- 


0 
an Art of huddling them up i as if they were all applicable to x 
whole State and Order of men in the Nation. And he tells us p. 13. % All the 
* miniſters of a whole Church and Nation deſerve to have their Caſe 
© conſidered; they were lawſully ordained Miniſters of the Golpel awfuflu 
© ſettled in their Churches, ncver convicted of a Fault or Crime to Fs 
© them Ce. Something might be replyed to cach cf theſe, But | only 
ask, were never any of the Epiicpal Clergy convicted of a Fault be- 
fore either civil or Fcclefiaſtick courts? If he can make ir ap pear that 
the things they were accuſcd of were no Faults, I thall accknou lee 
they met with lniſtice , of 


Set, VI. 


Of the Neceffity of a T oleration an] Grounds of S. parati- 


on from Presbyterian Comauumion. 


N page 14, 15, 16. Our Author pleads more directly for the Ne. 
ceſſity of a Tolcration, and exhihites the Gr: unils, u. Ele of te 
Epiſcopal-per{walion cannot joyn Win ebytorians, Thete Things 
having been already contidered by others, 1 thill the more brietly 
touch what is here advanced by hun, and weigh tcm in the Ballance of 
his own allowed Principles, with the traciice ot the Epiſopal Clergy, 
« And 1. As to the Epiſcopal Clergy he ſays the Neceſity of a 
« Toleration is made evident already; it is a Matter ef Juſtice and Equi 
« ty :-.- And an Obligation lyes on the Chriſtian Civil Magiſtrate not to 
© xeftrain them, while they give due Subjection to the Higher powers. 
Here 1 would enquire of whom all this is to be underſtood, and for 
whom of the Epiſcopal Clergy he here pleads? For %. This Neceſſi- 
ty cannot be pretended as to theſe of the Epiſcopal Clergy who continu- 
ed in their Churches and gave due Subjection to the Higner-powers : For 
thele are tollerated already, and what further Liberty he would have for 
them I know not, unleſs he would have Prelacy rcſtored them. 
24). As to theſe of them who wete turned eut by the Civil Mzpiltrate 
for Diſloyalty; what Iniquity and Injuſtice was done to them? id they 


give due Subjection to the Higher-powers, when they would Yaot ' 
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much as Own or Pray for their Mes? But let us hear what our Au- 
thor hath to lay in their behalf, page 12. © They judged they could not 
do it with a Good Conſcience, becauſe of former T'yes ana Engadgements. 
What are theſe Tyes? Do they ti!) bind? Are they not as throng a- 


gainit her preſent Majeſties Vile which is upon the fame Revolution Foot, as 


they were againſt the late King Wilitam and Qucen Aſuvy? Or have 
they got 2 Diſpenſation from theſe Tycs? Or 1s their Good Conſcience 
c:13ged? He gives another excuſe in behalf of the Epitopal Clergy who would 
not own the civil Authority „when he addeth, © It was ne wonder, when 
© 4 whole State and Order of Men in the Nation found themielves after ſuch 
* ways ſtript of their Rights, Libertics and Properties cn a ſudden , whitout 
« a hearing, whitout being tryed or convicted of any tault whereby they 
« forfeit them, they were not haſty to joyn in and aſſert the Rights and E- 
| quity of ſuch an Eſtabliſhinent, Here Our Autho!s memory fails him. 
lack, when was that whole Order of Men ſtript of their Rights and Li- 
hertics? was it by being turned out for not giving Obedience to ſome Laws 
then enacted ? then they were net ſtript of their Rights before their diſo- 
bedience, and their not giving Obedience cannot be excuſed by this pre- 
text. Or were they ſtript ot their Rights, Liberties and Properties before 
they were turned out by the Civil Authoxity ? But pray, by what Act or 
Decd was this done? was it by the legal eſtabliſhing of Presbyterial Govern- 
ment, asche had juſt now aſſericd ? Put this was not till June 1699, and 
they who Were turned out for not giving Obedience, were deprived in 
1689. And muſt the alleadged ſtripping them of their Rights in the Year 
1690, be brought to excuſe their diſobedience in the Year 1689? And | 
demand one ſingle inſtance of any one, ot all theſe that were at that time 
turned out, for not giving due ſubjection to the higher Powers, who was 
ſript of kis Rights and Properties without a hearing, or being com icted 
of any fault, as he here affirweth. And if this contounding of things, be 
the way to ſet them in a clear and true light, as bis Preface promiſed, let 
himſelf judge. 3. As to theſe of the Epiſcapal Clergy who deſerted their 
Charges; It cannot be pleaded , that it is a matter of juſtice and equity, 
ſeeing no injuſtice was done them: and therefore there is no Ooccaſion of 12- 
tricving the Honour and Juſtice of the Nation as to them. Wherefor, 4. 
the neccſſity of a Toleration, from the point of Equity and juſtice camoniy 
be pladed, with reſpect to theſe, who were tuned cut by the Mob. 
during the Ixterregnum. And if from theſe we {hat deduce all that were 
aflumedy and are preſently in poſſeſſion of Chnrekies, the remaining num- 
ber / that whole State and Order of Men he pleads for, will be veryſmall, 
that can pretend a neceſſity of a Toleration as a matter of Equity and * 5 
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tice. And even as to theſc few the neceſſity of a Toleration cannot be 
juſtly p'eaded, 1. Becauſe they may be aſſumed into Miniſterial Commy. 
nion, and ſo have liberty to preach the Goſpel, 2. Tho? they ſhould re, 
fuſe the terms of Miniſterial Commynion , Yet both they and the People of 
the Epiſcopal perſwaſion may Without fin have Communion in worſhip 
with Presbyterians. And it Communion in werſhip with Presbyterians be 
lawful, then is there no need of publick ſeparate Meetings for Worſhip, 
or that this Separation ſhould be authoriled by Law, For this were to 
cheriſh and perpetuate a ncedleſs Schiſm in this National Church, for the 
ſake not of the People, but of a few Miniſters who ſcruple the terms of 
Miniſterial Communion, | 

Our Author end{avurs to remove both theſe Reaſons and Eftabliſh the 
neceſlity of a Toleration, by cxbibiting the grounds, why neither the 
Clergy nor the People of the Epiſcopal perſwaſion can joyn with the pre- 
ſent National Church. Theſe grounds having been already ſuſficiently ex- 
poſed, In the Remarks upon the Ceſe, | ſhall the more briefly run over 
them. 

And firſt as to the Clergy , He ſays, they cannot agree to be aſſumed 
into the preſent Government of the Church, 1, « Becauſe it is a Church 
© Government that was never before heard of Cc. This we have fully 
conſidered already, and evinced how proundleſs it 13, 

2. They cannot ſubſcribe the Weflminfler Confeſſion of Faith Cc Anſw, 
1, His Charge agaiuſt this Confeſſion being general, it cannot he anſwered 
unleſs he ingenuouſly condeſcend upon particulars. 2. I dElfire to know 
what Confellion of all the Reformed Churches will he own ? Will he allow 
no farther Teſt of Orthodoxy to be required of Miniſteri in Order to Mi- 
niſterial Communion, than what himſelf requires in every Church. Member, 
vi. © That they own the Word of God contained in the Scriptures for the 
© rule of their Faith, and the ancient form of Soundwords for the Sum- 
mary of it? And is this all? If they can offer no more, it ſeems they do 
not now own that Confeſſion, which they ſware in the Teſt, 3. If the 
requiring of a more explicite Teſt of a Miniſters Orthodoxy , than this of 
their ing the ſcriptures to be the rule of Fauh, and the ancient form of Sound- 
word for the ſummary of u, be a ſufficient ground againſt Miniſterial Com- 
munion with a Church z, as he ſcemeth to ſuppoſe here and more plainly 
expteſſeth in his rule p 27. then no Church muſt be joyned with that re- 
quires more: and particularly Miniſterial Communion with the * of 
England muſi in his judgement be ſinful, ſeeing they require ſubſFiption 
to their 39. Articles, * 1 


* They 


3. They cannot in practice conform ta Uniſarmiiy of Wor ſup mit Prerbyteraansy 
They cannet Preach in all things their Voctiane. Antw. 1. They may never 
thelels preach ſound Doctrine. And what Doctrine doe Pre sbyterians re- 
quire them to preach, as a term of Aſſumption, which they cannot com- 

ly with? 2. It this be a ſufficient ground againſt Miniſterial Communion 
with any Church, that he cannot in all things preach their Doctrine, even 
tho* he be not explicitly required thereto: then he can have no Communion 
with any Church in the World, it in any thing he differ from their Do- 
arine tho? it were in the ſmalleſt circumſtantial of Religion. But moreover, 
« They cannot delpiſe their Maſters command, by caſting out the Lords 
Prayer out of the publick Devotion of the Church. Anſw. 1. I appeal 
to our Authors good conſcience, it this. be upright dealing with Presby- 
terians. Do they require of any as a condition of Miniſterial Communion 
that they deſpiſe the Lords Prayer ? The larger Catechiſm and Directory 
tor Worllip, which are owned to be parts of Uniformity, do not condemn 
but allow the uſe thereof, So fax are they from deſpieſing of it, or requiring 
tlete whom they receive to deſpiſe it. 2. Tho? it were in diſſuetude in a 
church, doth the meer not uſing of it in all publick Devotion, make com- 
manion with that Church unlawtul? 3. If the want of it makes Commu» 
ion with_a- Church fntul, then the uſe of it in publick Devotion muſt be 
ab{olutiy neceſſary, as an indiſpenſible condition of Communion, But this 
is neither proven by our Author, nor conſiſtent with his own principles. 
P. 1. His painciple is, Thoſe things that concern the Religion of 7eſus 
e, are to be meaſured by the inſtitution of Feſus. Chyift himſelE Now 
ict him prove either from the inſtitution of Chris, or practiſe of the Apo- 
liles, that this form of Prayer in all publick Devotion is ſo abſolutly ne- 
ceſſary, that the not uſing of it, makes our joyning in that Devotion ſin- 
full, He ſayeth indeed Poilſcryps p. 34. Our Saviours commanding us 
* when we pray to ſay « Our Faiher &c. is a good. warrand for the ule of 
that Dive form of Prayer. But a thing may be warranted, tho! it be not 
uſcd in all publick Devotion, and tho? the ufe of it be not enjoyned, as 
an indiſpenſible condition of lawful Communion. And: till he prove this, 
be lays nothing to the purpoſe. Morcover p. 28. his rule is, Let us not 
make the conditions of Communion narrower, than Feſas Chriſt hath made 
them, but ſuch only, as be, in the Holy Scripture , hath declared in ex- 
© preſs words to be neceſſary to Salvation. Now let him ſhew us, where 
the uſe of this torm of Prayer in all publick Devotion, is declared in ex- 
preſs words to be neceſſary to Salvation. If he cannot do this, then by 
his own principles, it ought not be impoſed as a condition of Communion. 

of His laſt ground as to the Clergy is, That they cannot fign a writing, 


* their grief and ſorrow, for having ſcrved under Prclacy , Ec. 
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it hath been told him already, alen is not made a condition of Mini. 
terial Communion. Remarks upon the Caſe p. 18. But tho? this be not required 
yet ſecing the late Prelacy in its Ereſſian Mould , was a manifeſt encroach- 
ment upon the Royal Prerogative of /eſus Chritt, and the Rights and Pri. 
vileges of his Church , and ſccing the Epilcopal Clergy made palpable de- 
fection in owning and allerting thereof; as | ſhewed before; for my part 
[ chink it not amiſs, that when they are aſſumed, they be exhorted to 
conſider their former ways. And in my humble opinion, it is the dut 
ot ſuch who return to their forn.er holding, that they repent of this ſin; 
and 1 wiſh they may all of them be convinced of it. 

In the next place as to the People, our Author exhibites the grounds why 
they cannot in conſcience joyn with Fresbyteriaus in Worſhip, 

1. His firſt ground is trom the Adminiſtration of Baptiſm , that Presby- 
rerians therein bind Parents for themſelves and Intants to the Veſtonſler 
Conteflion and the larger and fhorter Catechiims. Arſfw. 1. This having 
been fully diſcuſſed already, I ſhall not inſiſt upon it. Presbyrerians en- 
gadge Parents to educate their Chi'dren in the Reformed Proteſtant Reli. 
gion, contained in the Holy Scriptures, and bricfly lumined up in the Con- 
teſſion and Catechiſms; they do not require ſubſcription, or the explicite 
belief of every poſition, as a Term of Church Communion. hey do not 
account the Proteſtant Religion to be the way of a particular dect and Far- 
ty. Now what Sin is ther ein all this? He {bould have ſhewed that theſe 
of the Epiſcopal perſwaſion cannot receive Baptilim to tir Infants, 
adminiſtrated after this Manner , without being guilty of Sin by communi. 
cating in this part of Worſhip. This is the main Point, and this he hath 
not proven in all that he hath ſaid in Poilſcrs;e p. 35.36, 37. 2. Let us 
hear what will pleaſe our Author: © That they conſent unto the terms of 
Initiation into the Catholick Church, owning the Word ut God contained 
in the Scriptures for the rule of their Faith and the ancient Apoſtolick 
Creed for the Symbol of it. It ſeems the engadging People to be Pro- 
teſtants is a condition too ſtrict, for his Catholick charity. But by his own 
abovementioned Principles, l ask, why doth he bind people to that An- 
cient Creed? Is the Parents owning and repeating, of it at Baptiſm a 
Divine Inſtitution? ls it of Divine Compoſure and nothing dubious in 
it? Wherefore if he be conſiſtent with himſelf, he cannot make it a 
Condition of Communion, till it be commenſurate to his own _ that 
all and every Article contained in it, and the uſe and repeating \of it 
in Baptiſm, be declared in expreſs Words to be neceſſary to Sglvation. 
It is a Syſtem, tho a ſhort one, and how can he impoſe it on others ? 
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2dy. Frem their Prayers: T e that many of their Petitions and 
Prayers they cannot jeyn in. Anſw. 1ff., This is a general Charge with- 
out condeſcending on Particulars, 2d/y. If Commumon in Worlhip be 
ſinful, unleſs a Man can ſay Amen to every Petition, that is put up in 
ublick Devotion: Then muſt he know before hand theſe Petitions, 
and if fo, then there can be no ſinleſs Communion without a publick 
Liturgy. ( which Inference our Anthor ſeems to grant Poileript , page 
7.) And if there be any Vetition in that publick Liturgy ro which he 
cannot ſay Amen, he muſt hold no Communion with the Church that uſeth it: 
But let our Author firſt prove the uſe of theſe his publick Set-Forms to be of 
Divine Inſtution and in expreſs Words declared neceſſary to Salvation be- 
fore he impoſe them as Conditions of camunion even on theſe of his 
own perſwaſion. And I do not believe he hath any Warrand from them 
to tell the World that they are for the Engliſh Liturgy and ſevice beok 
3.4ly, The ſame Objection he here adduceth againſt Presbyterians, 
may be retorted, againſt themſelves who had no publick Liturgy under 
the late Prelacy and therefore the people of the Epiſcopal perſwaſion had 
then the ſame ground againſt joyning in Workhip with them. 
dly. Another Ground is that presbyterians ordinarly Excomunicate 
from the Lords-table amongſt the worſt ot Sinners, all Men of prelatical 
principles. But our Author is bate from the Ground already, and hath 
made no very honorable Retretat, For after he had attacked this whole 
National CFurch with ſuch a general Acculation, all the Document he 
could adduce was that the Miniſter of Coringron made his Scool maſter 
profels Repentance for it before the Congregation, And for proof of 
this one ſingle inſtance, he ſays he has the relation of a perſon of known un- 
tegrity; | am as credibly informed of the contraay. 
4c, His laſt ground reſpets the doctrine of presbyterians in many 
things, he ſays they canot Approve it nor Look upon it as the Doctrine 
of ſelus Chriſt, Anſw. Our Author comes as ſorily off here as in the 
former, all he can inſtance is that they preach the Obligation of the cove- 
nants, and yeilds alſo that this is not ſaid of all of them But in Charity 
to theſe presbyterians, whom he here jodgeth to be in an eronr, he ſhould 
have cleared wherein this is inconſiſtant with the Doctrine of Jeſus Chriſt 
And Suppoling, not granting, that this were an Errourz will the Errour 
of ſorpe of the Miniſters of a Church, tho' not in Fudamentals, make 
ie an in worfhip with that whole Church unlawful? 1 think no un- 
derſtanding Perſon of the Epiſcopal perſnaſion will aſſert it. 
Theſe are the Grounds exhibited by our Author who made the firſt 
apzſearance, Others building on his fundation. have ſcraped wa 
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ſome more Ground which they — are notable Deſects in Presbyterian 
Worſhip: ſuch are that they do not uſe the doxology in meeter, they 
do not uſe ſet forms of Prayer, nor obſerve the Feſtival-day?, nor kneel 
at receiving the holy Sacrament of the Lords. Supper, and that their 
Mmſters want Epiſcopal Ordnatien. All which having been by o- 
thers judiciouſly wighed and found light; I ſhall only Obſerve 1 1 hat 
here they condemn their own Worſhip under the late Prelacy. For 
that being a conſtitution wherein there were no Canons ur Liturgy or 
Directory eſtabliſhed by Eccleſiaſtick Authority, all their moſt Sacred 
Things were lefc to the indiſcretion of every Miniſter. Hence ſome 
things which they uſed, ſuch as the Singing the Doxology and ,rechear- 
fing the Creed in Baptiſm, were neither ot expreſs Divine Inſtitution, nor 
appointed by a National Synod: And in ether things they labeured under 
the ſame pretended defects, There was no reading of ſet forms of prayer in their 
publick Devotion, no univerſal Obſervation of all the feſtivals in a Re- 
ligous way, Ner was their uniformity amongſt them, in their poſture at 
receiving the Lords ſupper 2dly. So far are Presbyterians.from impoſe- 
ing upon others any finful Terms of Communion in the worſhip. of 
God, that they forbear theſe things, which ſome other Churches make 
their conditions of Commuion. 3. 4% Let places be allowed for the 
diſtinction betwixt Humane I:mpolitions and Divine Inſtitutions, . and let 
theſe things, wherein — pretend the Presbyterian worlhip is defective, 
be impartially examined by that golden rule in the Caſe p®z. © T heſe 
« things that concern the religon of Jeſus Chriſt, are not to be meaſured 
& by the laws of a Kingdom, or by the decrees of a Church, but by the 
Inſtitution of Jeſus Chriſt himſelf; and l am perſwaded there is no Intelligent 
and judicious Perſon of the Epiſcopal Perſwaſion in Scotland who will 
judge Communion in worſhip with this National Church unlawful. on 
the account of theſe pretended Deſects. This Church Impoſeth no 
finful terms of Communion, the grounds pretended in. behalf of the 
people of the Epiſcopal Perſwaſion, for Separation cannot be: juſtifyed. 
wherfore the Argument againſt the neceſſity of-a Legal Toleration ſtands 
firm, notwirhſtanding of all that hath been ſaid in oppoſition to it. 

Having thus Contidered the grounds why, as our Auther pretends 
the people of the Epiſcopal Perſwation cannot joyn in Worſhip witlt Freſ- 
byterians: I fhall conclude with ſome few Reflections. | 
cannot induce my ſelf to believe that our Author had Warrant from 
the people of the Epiſcopal Perſwaſton to exhibits in their Nawe luch 
Grounds of Separation, for that they did generally through the Kingdom 
joys in Worthip with the Prefent eſtabliſhad Church, till of late 
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ins was taken to draw ſome of them to ſeparate Meetings is a matter of 


Fact ſo notour as not to be denyed: And 1 think his Charity will not 


allow him to judge, that they all acted againſt their Conſcience in ſo do- 
ing. Yea 1 am apt to think he'l find few ſober and judicious Perſons of 
the Epiſcopal Perſwaſion that ever did or yet do account Communion in 
Worfhip with Presbyterians ſinful, upon the Grounds he hath given forth: 
For fo far as I can obſerve from their Practice or learn by Converſe with 
them, they do not eſteem the Points in difference, of that weight or na- 
ture, as to make their joyning in Worſhip unlawful. And | ſuppoſe it 
cannot be unknown to our Author that ſome who do withdraw if they 
were ſatisficd with the Civil Authority that ſettled Preshytry , would make 
rery little Scruple about thele things he mentions in the matter of Worſhip. 
24ly. I am not now perſwaded that our Author himſelt is convinced 
of the Sinfulneſs of Communion in Worſhip with Peesbyteriang, upon 
the Grounds he hath exhibited. I have already endeavonred to thew their 
Weakneſs and Inconſiſtency with his own Principles, I do not find that 
he directly afferts the unlawfulneſs of Communion with Presbyterians in 
Worſhip, or that he maintains the Grounds he exhibited to be ſuch as to 
infer the ſinfulneſs of it in narrating theſe Grounds; he only tells what 
the people ſay and declare, but he gives not his own Judgment that theſe 
are uflicient to juſtify a Separation from the Eſtabliſhed National Wor- 
fhip, 1 have alſo ſome Ground to think that our Author owns the Di- 
ſiin&ion betwins Efenna/s and Accidentals, Subilantials and Circumilaniials 
in the Chriſtian Religion, and that he knows the ſlender Grounds he has 
exhtited, do not in his own private Judgement touch the Eſſentials of 
Religion, and how then can they juſtify a Separation from the Eſtabli- 
ſhed Worſkip, I am farther confirmed in my opinion, concerning our 
Authors Sentiments in this Matter, from what I read in the Preface to 
the Tranſlation of John Ame Comenius his account of the Order and Dil. 
cipline of Bohemia, with which it is ſaid our Author hath obliged the 
World where having fhewed that the Streſs of Religion is not to be lay'd 
on the Form of the Church Government, he adds page 5. © His (our 
Lords) great Care, was to have His Apoſtles and thoſe who were to 
© Teach all Nations formed into His Spirit, that they might be Inftru- 
© ments of conveying that ſame Divine Nature Life and Spirit into o- 
« thers: But for the outward Things of Religion. As to the Rites 
© of Worſhip and Forms of Government &c. He ſcarce ever mentions 
« them, as well knowing that if that which is within the Cup be once 
© cleanſcd the outhde will be clean alſo; if the Eye be only ſingle, the 
« wh y will be full of LIE it Men be renewed in the Spi- 
© 1it- 
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ait of their Minds they willfollow the Things that make for Order Decens 
cy, Unity aud Peace. And ſeeing the Grounds he hath. exhibited doe red. 
ſome Rites of Worſhip and Form of Government, I do not ſee 
our Author if he ſhall {peak out his own genuine Sentiments can think; 
them ſufficient to warrand the Breach of the Order Decency, Unity and 

Peace of the Church of Chriſt in this Kingdom, -T' 9 

iy. When our Authors Principles are ſuch, it may ſeem v 

| bable, that he hati been impoſed upon by others to vent theſe Grounds 
of Separation ſo inconſiſtent with his own Sentimeuts, meerly to ſerye a 
preſent Turn: He is very earneſt in recommending to others the Love 
of God, and Erotherly Love and Charity, as the Great Ends of the Gol. 
pel; yet in ſuggeſting theſe Grounds he teacheth people openly to divide 
and ſeparate from the preſent Eſtabliſhed Worſhip, upon Grounds that do 
not touch the Eſſentials ot Religion nor prove their communion in 
Worſhip to be ſinful. And tho' there were fome Circumſtantials in the 
preſent Church- Eftabliſhment wherewith he is not fully fatisfied, yet 
ſurely to ſow ſuch Seeds of Divi ſion and Separation, tends plainly toll 
raiſe and cheriſh · Animoſities, Contentions and Strife among} Chriſtiane 
and when he (for any thing 1 know) was the firlt who exhibite rv the, 
World theie Grounds of Separation, I leave it to his own Conſciene te 
judge, if he hath taken the firr way, to promote brotherly Love and 
Charity, and ro cheriſh a Goſpel Spirit, I ſhall add no mor but that 1 
with he may ſeriouſly reflect on what he hath done a ſtudy more the 
Things that make for Peace. | . | 
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